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1993 ILLINOIS DEER HARVEST REPORT 
Dl Gee tess POPULATION STUDIES Or WHITE-TAILED ‘DEER 
See EPO TLLINOLS NAME: FOREST WILDLIFE INVESTIGATIONS 
Pacue@l NOT:  W-LO5-R (5) TITEE: POPULATION DATA FROM DEER HARVEST 


CObs Ae and 1B 


OBJECTIVE: (1A) To characterize the status of deer herds as to 
age/sex ratio and general condition by county, region 
and statewidestnom checksztation-datar- (1B) Torspecrfy 
annual hunter success and interpret the effects of 
hunting pressure on harvest and hunter success. 


ABSTRACT: 


Traditional Firearm Deer Season: The 1993 firearm season consisted 
of one 3-day weekend (November 19-21) and a second 4-day weekend 
Peecetber 2-5). Harvest information ~collectéd *at' check stations 
located in the 98 counties open to firearm hunting identified a 
record harvest of 91,946 deer, which represents an increase of 
So, L497 os) «over 1992; A total of 248,583 shotgun permits were 
issued, with a permit success rate of 37 percent (figured utilizing 
the total number of permits issued - not to be confused with hunter 
success which utilizes the number of unique hunters), an increase 
Of 2 "percent “from 1992 "(Appendix A). Tantes i, 2," ao ena 4 
illustrate permits issued by type, deer harvest by region, age and 
sex composition of harvest, and age composition of the adult male 
cohort, respectively. 


Table 1. ILLINOIS FIREARM DEER HARVEST BY PERMIT TYPE - 1993 


Permits Deer Permit SrOL 
Permit Type Issued Harvested Success Harvest 
Pare season £-S det ys Seal hokey a ane ha 39% 57% 
Second Season E-S P4295 27003 19% % 
Full Season A-O 34,594 noe, 65 49% 19% 
Second Season A-O Li aS: Sk 28% <1% 
Free Landowner E-S 20,920 6,948 24% % 
Free Landowner A-O 20,928 6,415 29% 93 
Paid Landowner E-S epmeee Firee BONS) 43% 53 
State Totals ZAG On OL a2 a> 373% 100% 


*eTOoteal does not include deer killed at special hunt. areas op.,an 
additional 650 deer from Calhoun County obtained through 
extrapolation. 
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An additional 160 deer were harvested and recorded with either a 
muzzleloading (122) or handgun permit (38). Holders of 
muzzleloading-only permits were allowed to hunt during the second 
weekend of the firearm season, but the handgun permits may have 
been used in error. 


Table 2. ILLINOIS FIREARM DEER HARVEST BY REGION - 1993 
CHANGE IN 
REGION PERMITS HARVEST SUCCESS* _SUCCESS RATE 
1 23,456 8,863 38% (30) +83 
Z 2a, 029 7,458 34% (29) +5% 
3 B67, 423 13,650 37% (34) +3% 
4 36, 669 hess Pha So Dh 42% (41) +13 
5 9,861 o, oue 34% (31) +3% 
6 20,994 7,945 38% (39) ~1% 
7 57, 696 20,183 35% (36) +13 
8 cP ae 14,746 36% (36) 0 
State 248,342*** 91,946 37% (35) +2% 
¥ Figures in parenthesis represent 1992 hunter success in 
percentages. 


** Includes an additional 650 deer for Calhoun County obtained 
through extrapolation. 

*** Discrepancy in permits issued between Table 1 and 2 reflect an 
apparent data entry deficiency. Permits issued as reflected in 
Table 1 are considered correct. 


Table 3. SEX AND AGE COMPOSITION OF THE 1993 FIREARM DEER HARVEST 
AGE MALES $ MALES FEMALES 4 FE TOTAL* % TOTAL 
FAWN 15, God Ay Beko 12 ees 30% ay pepe Y . 30% 
1's 19,762 ode 13,081 as2% 32,243 0% 
2 yb ac as HGS 10, 066 eS: 21,096 ~ 2.3% 
3% 4,857 PANE 3, 684 09% 8, 541 09% 
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4% Ty 067 02% S25 .02% YB eke is .02% 
Abst 265 <SO1% 366 L013 631 .01% 
TOTAL 51,394 56% 40,403 44% Ss wt 100% 


* Does not include deer harvested with no age or sex recorded. 


Table 4. AGE COMPOSITION OF 1993 MALE COHORT HARVEST AGED AS 
YEARLINGS OR OLDER 


AGE TOTAL PERCENT rE Aes 
11/2 hIPUGZ Pook hao) 

26 Iho 2 30% (303) 

3% 4,857 LI G0 RAs) 

4% iy VoL 30) Bee) 

Cs ode 265 pS ae a D, 
TOTAL 36,343 100% 


* Figures in parenthesis represent 1992 percentages. 


Muzzleloading Deer Season: During December 10-12, 1993, the 
Department of Conservation provided for the third annual statewide 
3-day Muzzleloading Deer Season (Cook, DuPage, Kane and Lake 
Counties are closed to firearm deer hunting). Individuals 
interested in hunting this distinct and separate season were 
eligible to apply for an either-sex and antlerless-only 
muzzleloading permit and could not apply for a regular shotgun 
Deri? nts miter the initial lottery and first random daily 
drawings. There was a total of 3,017 either-sex and 349 
antlerless-only permits issued for the 1993 muzzleloading season. 
A total of 458 deer were harvested during the muzzleloading-only 
season (with an additional 194 deer harvested during the second 
season of the traditional firearm season). Seventy-one percent of 
the total kill were taken by hunters with muzzleloading-only 
permits, with the remaining 29 percent harvested by individuals 
utilizing unfilled free landowner, regular firearm or archery 

permits (the latter two being illegal during the muzzleloading 
season). Of the 458 deer harvested during the Muzzleloading-Only 
season, 198 (43%) were male and 259 (57%) were female, with the 
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permits (the latter two being illegal during the muzzleloading 
season). Of the 454 deer harvested during the Muzzleloading-only 
season, 198 (44%) were male and 255 (56%) were female (Appendix B). 
Overall permit success was not computed because it is impossible to 
determine how many muzzleloading permit holders hunted during the 
regular firearm season or how many unsuccessful landowner permit 
hotders utibized their unfilled = permits wto-shunt ‘during the 
muzzleloading season. However, there were 63 deer harvested by 
individuals utilizing their unfilled either-sex permits; 68 deer 
were taken by individuals using an unfilled antlerless-only free 
landowner permit; 2 deer were taken by individuals using an either- 
sex firearm permit; and 2 deer were harvested by individuals using 
archery permits. The latter 2 permit types were illegal to use 
during the muzzleloading-only season. 


Table 5. 1993 MUZZLELOADING HARVEST RESULTS BY PERMIT TYPE 


Percent of 


Permit Type Male Female Harvest Total Harvest 
E-S Muzzleloading Permit 141 139 281* 61% (51%) ** 
A-O Muzzleloading Permit 5 ae 42 93 (83%) 
E-S Free Landowner Permit 36 2i 63 14% (20%) 
A-O Free Landowner Permit 13 55 68 15% (19%) 
E-S Firearm*** L 1 2 <13) (<1%) 
Free Archery Landowner*** i 0 i <13 (<1%) 
Archery 2nd Permit i 0 1 <1 495 (0%) 
State Totals 198 259 A5S* 99%17993) 
*e Includes 1 deer with no sex recorded. 


*x Figures in parenthesis represent 1992 percentages. 
***x Tllegally tagged deer. 

E-S = Hither-sex 

A-O Antlerless-only 


Handgun Deer Season - Special January Season: A 3-day handgun 
season was held during January (14, 15 and 16) 1994 in 20 counties 


Poors denois. Counties opened for the first time during January 
1994 for handgun deer hunting were Brown, Fulton, Jefferson, McLean 
and Randolph. Definition of a legal handgun and its use consists of 
the following: 
(1) automatic and semi-automatic handguns are illegal; (2) 
minimum barrel length is 4 inches; and (3) the only legal 
handgun cartridge must be centerfire and .30 caliber or larger 
with a factory load available that, according to published 
ballistic tables of the manufacturer, produces at least 500 


Digitized by the Internet Archive — 
in 2023 with funding from 
University of ti Urbana- Champaign Alternates 


httos://archive.org/details/joobcompletionrep05kube 


foot pounds of energy at the muzzle and whose case length does 
not exceed 1.4 inches. According to these parameters, legal 
handguns include but are not necessarily limited to the 
following: .30 caliber carbine, .357 magnum, 10mm, .41 magnum, 
-44 magnum, .45 Winchester magnum and the .454 Casull. 


Counties perceived by landowners as having excessive deer numbers 
and having historical hunter success that exceeded 40 percent were 
selected for the January 1994 hunting season. A total of 9,308 
antlerless-only permits were issued through a randomized lottery 
drawing. There were 5,415 permits remaining for all counties at the 
close of the allocation period. 1,006 antlerless deer were taken, 
with 11 percent hunter success. This is a decrease of 4 percent 
from the 1993 season. In Central Illinois weather conditions were 
very unfavorable for hunting with temperatures ranging between 10 
and 15 degrees below zero. Of the 1,006 deer harvested, 25 
percent (245) were antlerless males and the remaining 75 percent 
(745) were females (Table 6). 


Table 6. HANDGUN HARVEST RESULTS - JANUARY 1994 


Permits Total Hunter Antlerless 

County Issued Harvest Success Males Female 
Adams 549 (1000) * oo 13421153) ids: 45 
Brown 236 (1000) 34 143 (03%) 10 24 
Calhoun el tte 4 OO) ES Se OfLG6S) 2 13 
Crawford svn e500) Sw tN Li) 10 26 
Fulton Seo 4CE000) 42 83 (0%) 9 33 
Greene S55).c( e500) 17 5% (14%) “F V2 
Grundy 24on% 250) 19 83 (12%) 0 19 
Jasper 468 ( 500) 66 14% (18%) 20 45 
Jefferson 268% 11006) ye 10% (0%) 6: 16 
JoDaviess 902 (1000) 102 1 Sort 1334 B2 70 
Johnson LOUS tl Bb 7e4 LE6 11% (143%) 29 85 
Lawrence MoS GIeSO} ay 10% (143%) 3 14 
McLean 32 081(4600) a3 11% (0%) feos 18 
Ogle 5628 {20006} 73 14% (13%) pee 58 
Perry 547 (1000) 62 Tis (14%) 14 48 
Pike We) i PO00) 138 18% (24%) 29 109 
Randolph 379 (1000) 20 53 (0%) 2 18 
Union fi2 41000) 48 % (10%) 12 36 
Wayne 5004 +500) 65 13% (17%) 18 46 
Whiteside Ot ieee 5) 14 % (17% 4 10 
total 9308 £014 723) »1006** 14 ta (1 5%) 245 (25%) 143 (7.5%) 


* Figures in parenthesis represent county quotas. 
** Total harvest includes 16 unsexed deer. 
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Archery Deer Season: In counties closed to firearm deer hunting, 
the 1993-94 archery season consisted of 105 days between 1 October 
and 13 January. In counties open to firearm deer hunting, the 
season length consisted of 98 days. Archery hunting hours were 
from sunset to one-half hour after sunset. Archery deer hunting is 
not allowed during the traditional firearm deer season in counties 
open to firearm deer hunting. However, archers were allowed to hunt 
during the muzzleloading season but were required to wear 400 
square inches of blaze orange. There were 81,000 unique archers 
within the state of whom 34,198 desired an additional either-sex 
permit; 12,776 individuals elected to purchase an additional 
antlerless-only permit; and 11,830 free landowner permits were 
issued (consisting of one either-sex plus one additional 
apPidenless-oniy «permit per e-lLandowner for a .-ftotaL, of .23,660 
individual free landowner permits), for a total of 151,634 archery 
permits allocated (an increase of 4 percent over 1992). In 
addition to resident archery permits, there were 2,094 nonresident 
permits issued. Archers were required to check their deer in at an 
archery check station within 48 hours of harvest. Archery harvest 
results showed an estimated 23,214 deer taken, resulting in a 
permit success of 15 percent (Appendix C). 


TECHNIQUES : 


It is mandatory that all successful hunters register their deer at 
one of the check stations established in each county that allows 
firearm hunting (98 of 102 counties in Illinois), archery hunting 
(legal in all 102 counties) and handgun hunting (legal in 20 of 102 
counties). Bach hunter receives a list of all check station 
locations within the state. Hunters are no further than 25 miles 
from a check station location and are allowed to use the check 
station nearest the kill site. Data on sex, age and county of kill 
is recorded for all deer taken by firearm, along with information 
on wild turkey sightings and other pertinent data. Data is taken 
from all kill sheets, entered into a computer file and results 
tabulated on state computers. 


RECOMMENDATIONS : 


It is recommended that harvest data be collected in the same manner 
during the 1994 season(s). Additionally, universities or colleges 
should be contacted for hiring and training check station operators 
as well as coordinating the distribution and collection of check 
station harvest data. Check station operations should continue 
using voluntary proprietorships throughout the state to record the 
deer harvest. Division of Law Enforcement (CPO's) should be 
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responsible for distributing archery check station materials. 
Division of Wildlife Resources CDs Sie T Wildlife 
Biologists/Private Land Biologists) should be responsible for 
picking up archery and handgun harvest sheets within two weeks 
after the close of the season(s). Because districts vary in size, 
the time commitment to accomplish this objective would vary. 
However, because most check stations could be contacted during the 
normal weekly routine of DWM's and PLB's, the time commitment 
should not exceed one day per individual. Archery harvest reports 
need to be completed in a more timely fashion. Therefore, it is 
recommended that entry of archery harvest data become the 
responsibility of our Electrical Data Processing (EDP) Section or 
be bid out to a private vendor as is done with the firearm harvest 
records. Due to the gradual erosion of compliance from successful 
firearm deer hunters in checking their deer into the nearest county 
check station, the Division of Law Enforcement needs to encourage 
its Conservation Police Officers (CPO's) to actively enforce the 
"county of kill or nearest check station" regulation (archers are 
required to check their deer in but not necessarily at the check 
station closest to the kill site). If the current trend continues 
to "forgive" hunters traveling a number of counties before checking 
in their deer, can it be far behind that hunters will begin 
believing that this law is not being enforced and therefore they 
will discontinue checking in their deer at all? With the 
enthusiastic public support and the desire for additional open 
counties, the Department needs to expand the number of counties 
open to handgun deer hunting. Currently, the Illinois deer herd 
would not be jeopardized by adding counties experiencing high 
hunter success and landowner concerns to the handgun season. 
Attention needs to be given to revising the Wildlife Code to allow 
for the use of handguns other than in a "special hunt” situation. 
The muzzleloading season should be continued for two more years 
under its current structure to provide the opportunity to evaluate 
participation and approval (disapproval) of the constituencies. 
After this evaluation period, should it be decided to terminate the 
muzzleloading season, it is recommended that consideration be given 
to consolidating the muzzleloading and handgun seasons. Loess 
recommended we discontinue the current policy of allowing free 
landowner permit holders to hunt the muzzleloading-only season on 
their own property. Rationale for this recommendation is that 
there is absolutely no method of ascertaining how many landowners 
Auer aking ~advancage. Of this policy, Making it impossible to 
determine accurate harvest statistics for the muzzleloading season. 
However, if the Department continues the current policy of allowing 
individuals possessing unfilled free landowner permits to hunt 
during the muzzleloading only season, it is recommended that these 
permits be converted to antlerless-only permits. Justification for 
this recommendation would be to allow landowners the opportunity to 
manage their own deer densities for the purpose of alleviating deer 


% 


af } 1 . - 


alsiyetam. aobkjede Zoey Ion ws sutnanrae’ 10t 


’ rey 
et) [53 rm Sot2deta) AeUtTUCeaA gthi bit 19 4 


wat gitlenoqeat ad biuoiea-teretpotord eased. pjevis@\aae te ab. 
iqew owl Laekcooee —togie geevrat oupbried bine Yredous oH x 


asi make cei heaibsneas sayeoed . (ep) uveses aris o peoly eit 2 + 
rar biluow ‘togtriio eldt: te Ligeiotos, Aa toramsioeos amis: 
WA hut . noo ed bivon eiokdede foes. teem sevErod) , te 
‘serjimmos emit oft .e' "Gio mes @ ‘MW To. eclIyexr va (usew 
sinoges J subivthbal eq. yesh emo DbeepAxs ton 
of dk .esxoteszent \Noides? vyileaid stem 6-1 becdeiqaos sd of 
teeviad vied>te or yrtne ( Jens, bab 


nal eda A 
ty 4 b A : Tm «4 


! all oe 7 6S 2 2 
jtoss (904) paleserertd. site Deo | Wipe Ld ee Boy vos -Lidte 
ieavt sisei1hd edt Adiw each eh 6S sohaeav atevtig! 604d dN9 
3 ue moxk acme) samen ZO MoLeort4 fsubein af) od esd. alee 
7 ‘ 


mr igaxaoan ott afk teeh wieds parioeds Al ayotoud sb mam 


‘eosnes of epeent gohomabaotas wet to dofeield aad olsesa Ss 


‘4 eototnse vievisvavot ye"Otl) ete 136 eotlosS aot tsvasesae@ 
sw eredous) coltetuped “actiate, jaeta GeetRen TO iiss to Yao 
yin ate ge yvilivesesoen Jom tud m1 yagb tiad? acedo oF ape 
Rottiztzynoo Miers Jaen cy .ere [Lid oft of Beesolr2 as 
atistocad> svoted esitaven To rede: @ Dat levat? Stasi Be novia 

gad tet boaided et 4 tf aso sagem “tis 
tos is Hesvotae pitied ton al wel 2in2 jext3 pri > 
208) 5 é if ro Sk tfati oni Aooin> sUniIngoet 
; A She Poin: AOS sy L ASE ent Drs 134 pred > i Ldvea oktent 
sii Jey Yodo etd Saeaxe ot edeest Jae gege” oid ~ 


ey, ; oly ' morse ° , 4 
+9 rae e@elomtill Bal) .Ytsaos tan wnidacnd 2996 ape oF! 
: TLIC. 1 ibps yu Des rh faQoO af : ac ton 


' ; r ary MRE ey 4 
& runbriati “er. a Sra ago NOSWODTR d Os, BHBo0de 
tis ot sboD StL[bLi® old polaives. oy aevip ad o3 abeett OLge 
coitetrtte "“Ioud teioede" « si astht tedgo. saups nei oO 220 Sf 
ise wt yol HPeuntsa od Lbigeds doseoe piibaolaisse 
Peo Leys ry uo Noma it? Yard at s1ugouate JC0axzavo ats 
5 eid | (bere shy; [evorgqs., i4té ) ctor 46qi> 


42 eateninied of bebloeh ad fi bivede yherzeg soLteviave & £87 . 
ch fo fhe 1s . Bano +eri3 RO Cannio pe Z at J GG 634 oti pedis Ss 


< onass wipbmad has. piibsetelsaum edt pi itehi Loaiegg 
- ckwolls to gptley Jostiyo edd auaraneesie Sw SS biteiiagy 
rte sean vVino-pithbentleltsum eit Jovd of sisblod toate <onwe bi 
; st saljeboommongs eld? wet, el enetiak VIVSGO?TY AS 
sawebmed yhem wor i geige eaoen to bodtem on Y¥is toads ai’ oa 
rnidisnoumk, 31 BOAR). yotLloq z2idt Yo spedrisvhs ealdesm 
Tcaage pelbsoletssiet afia- ot eniteizade Jroevistl eteuvzcs aco 


wolie- 19 vyotleoe saeitus ver gounlitaon taeatisqed, 2dZ at) 4 e 


J4G8 of etdarnag ‘seas ‘oan L seat belitins paleasaaod aadermgide 


+inks “3 3 Bs Y Sari heptibeiche ey ot ew f iO ehs ¥lae ii ipa etatin set ne © 
io @okiont}? £iaus : " ester yine- Hag itedatie. at Da? "y tego ‘ad @ 


"i Wa puDToqgae ant AL STOP KI, Wet Tle, a St. bho | moka Haas 
saat piltsivelta to se#oqneg ado 21m buds iebainsr 09h aes % 


depredation. Revisions are needed in tabulating data for computer 
reports now being generated, e.g., there is a need for a report 
identifying the number/type of permits individual hunters receive 
and the number/sex of deer they harvest by permit type. As a final 
recommendation, it is suggested that budgetary consideration be 
given to provide for the hiring of a part-time employee to assist 
in the assemblage and distribution of statewide archery and firearm 
deer check station materials. 
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JOR SL 
Analysis of highway kill 
OB TaN igs 


Monitor deer vehicle accidents on Illinois highways for the purpose 
of maintaining a county-by-county and statewide index of frequency, 
time of day and time of year that accidents occur. Results are 
utilized in estimating population densities which in turn are used 
in formulating harvest quotas. Future use of deer vehicle accident 
SrattsuLcs sinclude. their, inclusions (as .an, additional population 
parameter) into a statewide simulated deer population model. An 
additional use of these data is to alert the public of peak time 
periods of deer vehicle accidents, with the anticipated result of 
reduced vehicular accidents and human injuries. Appendix D 
identifies by county the number of deer-vehicle accidents. 


ABSTRACT: 


The Department of Conservation (DOC) receives an annual computer 
printout of deer-vehicle accidents from the Department of 
Transportation (DOT). While there is a delay of one year in this 
report, it still provides valuable information for maintaining an 
accident index. DOT maintains a data set for accidents occurring 
on State-owned and maintained highways and another which reports 
Pec auentcereccurring on) alli highways~<: Currentlyy DOCsutilizestthe 
accident information occurring only on State-owned or maintained 
roads. Appendix E illustrates the number of accidents, associated 
injuries and fatalities occurring during 1993 on a county-by-county 
basis as well as statewide basis. Appendix E depicts accidents 
occurring between 1983 and 1993 on a county-by-county and statewide 
basis. 
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JOB 1D 


Crop and orchard depredation investigations and recommendations. 
ive: 


To identify annually an indicator of statewide deer population by 
compiling deer-vehicle accidents. 


Abstract 


SPECIAL DEER REMOVAL PERMITS. When deer densities increase, whether 
on a local or regional scale, landowners may experience more crop, 
orchard nursery and ornamental plant depredation. Additionally, an 
increase in deer densities can cause higher deer-vehicle accidents. 
There is no biological standard that clearly defines "high" 
density. Instead, high deer density is a relative term that will 
vary based on individual perceptions. The Department recognizes 
the need to balance the positive values associated with large 
numbers of deer with the willingness of publics and landowners to 
tolerate and accept varying levels of deer-human conflicts. 


The Department's current management philosophy is to use public 
hunting as the primary means to regulate deer densities locally and 
statewide. The major factors that determine whether hunting is 
possible on areas include: 


1. human safety (e.g., small nature preserves next to a public 
Scno00 l }’; 

2. property security (e.g., zones within a nuclear facility) ; 

3. seasonal use by deer outside of hunting seasons (e.g., deer 
are absent from a site during the hunting season); 

fo Major COnrlrces with primary site function’ (6.94, 
airports); and 

7. ea COmMp Matton or LY chr 4k 


When reduction or control of deer density is desired, the 
Department will enact more liberal regulations such as, but not 
limited (0, adding more days to the regular firearm season, 
providing more seasons (e.g., muzzleloading and handgun) and/or 
increasing female harvest by issuing "bonus" antlerless-only and/or 
second-season permits. 


Deer densities and frequency of depredation do not occur uniformly 
statewide. Therefore, the Department's deer management program 
must identify and address both local and regional concerns. 
Tsolated local depredation typically occur within all Department 
administrative regions. Research carried out by the Illinois 
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Natural History Survey and the Department has identified three 
broader areas (northwest, west-central and southeast) within the 
state where landowners perceive deer densities to be excessive. 


Deer removal permits are in no way intended to serve as long term 
management recommendations to alleviate excessive deer densities or 
to provide individuals with a recreational hunting opportunity. 
However, when deemed necessary, the Department may issue deer 
removal permits ( in addition to public hunting) to reduce deer 
densities. These permits are issued either as Deer Removal Permits 
(DRP"S)e0nr as Deer Population, Control Permits ,4{DPCP's) andeare 
valid for lands where: 


1. Public hunting is a viable deer number reduction technique 

a. public hunting is possible and allowed; 

b. public hunting is possible but not allowed to the 
fullest extent possible due to landowner, homeowner 
or public sentiment or mission statement governing 
the property in question; or 


2. Public hunting is not a viable deer management technique 
as DUbIIC hunting is, not possible .duesato concerns «for 
human safety and/or precluded by federal, state, 

Counly Ob municipals-statutes or.ordanances. 


Prior to 1991, deer depredation complaints had been handled by the 
Forest Wildlife Program with assistance from the Division's 
Management Section. Beginning in 1991 District Wildlife Managers 
became responsible for responding to deer related damage complaints 
a Lhe we districts . Interest from landowners in obtaining 
assistance continued to increase due in part to increased media 
coverage. As the number of complaints increased and intervention 
from special interest groups increased, the Forest Wildlife Program 
developed, and the Division adopted, an internal procedure protocol 
(Deer Depredation Protocol Manual [Appendix H] written and accepted 
in 1992) to address these concerns. Appendix F identifies the 
number of DRP's and Appendix G identifies the number of DPCP's 
issued and the number of deer taken respectively. 
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APPENDIX A 
Illinois Firearm Deer Harvest Statistics By County Between 1992 and 1993 


1993 1992 CHANGE PERCENT CHANGE 
1993 1993 PERMIT PERMIT IN PERMIT SUCCESS IN PERMIT SUCCESS 
COUNTY PERMITS HARVEST SUCCESS SUCCESS BETWEEN 1992-1993 BETWEEN 1992-1993 
ADAMS 1435 3082 0.43 0 232 +0.04 10 
ALEXANDER Le %9 308 Oa2o 0.25 0,08 12 
BOND 2476 752 0.30 0.28 TUG <8 
BOONE 861 B20 0.3% 0.24 +. 6 54 
BROWN 3573 28 0.48 0.44 +0.04 09 
BUREAU 2I04 1027 O26 0.25 +£0.09 ye 
CALHOUN Pat Fo ts. 334 0.34 O62 +0.02 06 
CARROLL 2869 132 0.65 0.29 +0. 07 24 
CASS 1866 744 0.40 oO. 25 +0,06 14 
CHAMPAIGN 788 247 Ooo 0.22 +0, 02 07 
CHRISTIAN 1538 472 o. 31 O22 +0, 09 40 
CLARK 2602 952 DuS9 0.39 =t) 2 ~,03 
CLAY 2599 890 0.34 oe HO 02 =. 08 
CLINTON £2386 465 O25 0.20 -0.04 =e 
COLES 1736 501 0.29 GO. ok =O, 02 = 06 
CRAWFORD 2490 1084 0.44 0.42 +0.02 05 
CUMBERLAND 1809 oe) 0.33 0,39 70.06 =A 
DEKALB 1047 385 Nee 0.28 +0.14 61 
DEWITT 1085 400 Oo 0.34 +0.05 LS 
DOUGLAS 581 178 O.32 0.29 +002 07 
EDGAR 1444 540 0.37 0.36 +0.01 03 
EDWARDS 1024 497] oe ke 0.48 #0.0 3 02 
EFFINGHAM 2249 649 0.29 0.82 =i0' 02 =.01 
FAYETTE 4372 Lae 1 0.35 Gv3e 0.00 00 
FORD 306 L21 0.40 5 ae | +0, 09 29 
FRANKLIN Zao oh 0.34 6,82 +0..03 10 
FULTON 5424 1869 0.34 OL 32 +0202 06 
GALLATIN 16.76 594 Dene GO. 30 +0202 06 
GREENE 2840 220 0.43 0.41 +0.02 O05 
GRUNDY 1n39 56S 0.89 0.26 +0 US 50 
HAMILTON 2027 eh a 0.38 0.38 0.00 00 
HANCOCK BAS L589 0.43 0.67 +006 16 
HARDIN 23/3 848 0.36 C65 +0021 03 
HENDERSON 1666 633 0.38 0.57 +) .04 03 
HENRY 1542 621 0.40 0.31 +0 09 29 
IROQUOIS 2158 a29 ae O'..39 = 01 =, 03 
JACKSON 2030 2683 0..36 G.37 —0.. OF CLUS. 
JASPER 2841 1096 D389 0.42 =0.03 =. 09 
JEFFERSON 4004 L533 0.38 0.89 70,01 =, 08 
JERSEY 2a 20 583 O29 0.28 0.00 00 
JODAVIESS 6513 2504 0.38 0, 32 +0 .06 09 
JOHNSON 5863 2247 0.38 0.38 =O ..01 =o 
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Appendix A continued. 
1993 1992 CHANGE PERCENT CHANGE 
1993 1993 PERMIT PERMIT IN PERMIT SUCCESS IN PERMIT SUCCESS 
COUNTY PERMITS HARVEST SUCCESS SUCCESS BETWEEN 1992-1993 BETWEEN 1992-1993 


KANKAKEE 965 Zak Usa O aa +006 <o0 
KENDALL 470 107 U.26 0.18 +009 ae 
KNOX 2839 Lhe a 0.39 0.34 fat lt ke) , oo 
LASALLE j280 HY eb pe 0.39 0.25 +0.08 29 
LAWRENCE 1453 670 0.46 0.42 +0.04 ee 
LEE PAGS Wh vi 0.50 0. 2a #0 ..09 a0 
LIVINGSTON 1288 490 0.38 eS FO,05 eis 
LOGAN ae Pi) Cra OP Wy: 0.41 -0.04 =, £0 
McDONOUGH LOZs ost 0.43 O.36 +0.05 ae 
McHENRY A te, aoy Oe 0.23 +0.06 2 
McLEAN 2084 810 0.39 O38 ire 03 
MACON 720 229 Oa3e Oo2g +0.02 racy) 
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MARSHALL B50 596 O23o Pete) +0.04 pits 
MASON 1484 hie 0,36 Oe w cen ash ts ar DS: 
MASSAC 1104 392 hs pe Re +0202 06 
MENARD poe 443 39 g236 end 08 
MERCER 2061 684 Os Sieh, 0.00 00 
MONROE ee 808 ge We VCS =F Ue 03 
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MORGAN 2438 eho 0.47 0.44 +003 07 
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OGLE 3609 1421 9 Ae ee 5 oye. FOr OG 18 
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STEPHENSON 2651 tikes 0.44 0.24 ey al 83 
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Appendix A continued. 
1993 1992 CHANGE PERCENT CHANGE 
1993 1993 PERMIT PERMIT IN PERMIT SUCCESS IN PERMIT SUCCESS 


COUNTY PERMITS HARVEST SUCCESS SUCCESS BETWEEN 1992-1993 BETWEEN 1992-1993 


TAZEWELL 2206 706 Sager” 0.34 ea Ue amegihe 
UNION i a. Za 8 0. S08 ieee pa oleate = Us 
VERMILION 2651 884 Ae Ose FeraretGhe puis 
WABASH 684 raat 0.42 0.45 i PASS ad 
WARREN ESSL 534 0.40 ioe £0205 14 
WASHINGTON 3022 1064 Uae: G50 el OR aie 
WAYNE dae Mf 1168 0.43 0.43 0.00 00 
WHITE Te 874 0.45 0.47 a hipml ys! -.04 
WHITES IDE 1964 823 0.42 0.28 +0.14 OU 
WILL 1604 343 0.2 0.24 cat CIM Us) ae 
WILLIAMSON* 4699 1503 0.34 Or ms a 8 06 
WINNEBAGO 22). io 0.35 Gr20 +0..09 Bie) 
WOODFORD 2098 857 0.41 PPC: +O. 03 08 
CO. TOTALS 245923 91077 Osa 0.35 +0.02 + .06% 


* Includes Crab Orchard harvest. 


14 


ROMAHD THNOARY WOMARD seer eetr 
‘B290502 TIMAGL MI SREDCUS TiImAwa aT T OMAaS TIMN3g 
Shas 2091 WAIWENE ROO. ORE MUTA BRIE en, i 


At} ce io” 36.0 


FO, - (0.0- TE.0 06.90. .8OFS~ 
en. ro. 0k ; ce .0 EE,0 S84 
= 2n. 0+ 2850 Ob. 0 she 
#0 ,.+ £0.0- se .0 ef peor 
G OC.0 cb.0 EB,0 > Bart 
KO, - SO. 0+ TE. eae Als 
la .- bt .04 85.0 £60 ev3 
0, 0+ BS.0. “£8.98 ERE 
ry SO. 0+ £E.8 &f.0 coer 
Oo. of .0 &€ 20 Sey 
—_ Pee ae £ Dvthircla a IHU - yee. 
F90.+ £6. 0+ a€ .0 T6.9 TVoLe =—- ESRB 


> a9 i tae - Dp 
-teavred brsertowo. diag 
> (3 oe 


a oad ie 


ai, te 


COUNTY 


ADAMS 
ALEXANDER 
BOND 
BOONE 
BROWN 
BUREAU 
CALHOUN 
CARROLL 
CASS 
CHAMPAIGN 
CHRISTIAN 
CLARK 
CLAY 
CLINTON 
COLES 
COOK 
CRAWFORD 
CUMBERLAND 
DEKALB 
DEWITT 
DOUGLAS 
DUPAGE 
EDGAR 
EDWARDS 
EFFINGHAM 
FAYETTE 
FORD 
FRANKLIN 
FULTON 
GALLATIN 
GREENE 
GRUNDY 
HAMILTON 
HANCOCK 
HARDIN 
HENDERSON 
HENRY 
IROQUOIS 
JACKSON 


APPENDIX B 


1993 ILLINOIS MUZZLELOADER DEER HARVEST 


PERMITS ISSUED 
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Appendix B continued. 


COUNTY PERMITS ISSUED MALE FEMALE UNK. TOTAL 
|e ay Sta eed Od Oa i 5 Js 
JASPER Gy 2 34 0 ii 0 v: 
JEFFERSON a2 2 34 3 0 0 fe 
JERSEY 24 3 Zu 4 1 0 6 
JODAVIESS 82 8 90 4 “| 0 v 
JOHNSON 67 4 ral 2 10 0 Paes 
KANE X Xx Xx Xx Xx Xx X 
KANKAKEE 20 0 ZU 0 0 0 0) 
KENDALL 20 0 20 1 1 0 2 
KNOX 24 5 eas, 0 2 0 2 
LAKE X Xx X X Xx Xx X 
LASALLE 49 10 od 3 5 0 8 
LAWRENCE Le | 1 ZN 3 1 0 4 
LEE 26 Ms ae 0 1 0 L 
LIVINGSTON 19 0 19 1 ul 0 Z 
LOGAN 16 i Lay, 0 2 0 2 
MACON 20 0 20 1 fi 0 Z 
MACOUPIN 60 16 76 & 3 0 6 
MADISON 49 3 De 1 1 0 2 
MARION ad Wi ee 5 Zz 0) 7 
MARSHALL 28 s 3d Bs 0 0 2 
MASON 22 2 24 , Z 0 2 
MASSAC bi 3 20 0 0 0 0 
MCDONOUGH Paes = pea 0 Z 0 ae 
MCHENRY 40 10 50 0) 2 0 2 
MCLEAN 24 ‘| 28 2 2 0 4 
MENARD 10 eh i 3 0 a. 0 4 
MERCER 34 4 38 0 0 0 0 
MONROE 29 0 Zo if 0 Z 
MONTGOMERY 41 be 43 a 4 0 J 
MORGAN 29 3 32 iA 4 0 < 
MOULTRIE 20 5 20 2 2 0 4 
OGLE op | 19 70 z Z 0 + 
PEORIA 58 a 63 2 1 0 3 
PERRY 49 fi Ol 4 a 0 16 
PIATT 2, 0 o 0) 0 0 0 
PIKE 63 LZ aS 3 go 0 26 
POPE ee 0 16. 7 é 0) 10 
PULASKI 8 i 2, 1 Z 0 S 
PUTNAM 18 vs 20 Zz b 0 2 
RANDOLPH af 58 3 a 0 i 
RICHLAND a 0 iS 4 0 0 4 
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Appendix B continued. 


COUNTY PERMITS ISSUED MALE FEMALE UNK. TOTAL 
i Piaghe A-O TOTAL 
ROCK ISLAND 43 3 46 0 3 0 3 
SALINE LS @) 16 3 0 0 o 
SANGAMON 35 a 38 0 2 0 2 
SCHUYLER 4l 4 45 2 3 0 ce 
SCOTT 18 0 18 0 73 0 Z 
SHELBY 38 3 41 e 4 0 o 
ST.CLAIR 44 _ 49 1 i 0 4 
STARK 8 0 8 i 0 0 Ml 
STEPHENSON os 4 37 1 1 0 Z 
Tazewell 5) “ 33 0 + 0 fa 
UNION 76 10 86 10.8, 16 0 26 
VERMILION 44 8 52. Z 5 0 5 
WABASH 9 3 12 1 i 0 Z 
WARREN 14 3 jee 0 oo 0 Z 
WASHINGTON 26 2 28 0 1 0 1 
WAYNE 14 2 16 i 3 0 4 
WHITE es 2 i] 1 i 0 z 
WHITESIDE 39 4 43 Z 0 0 2 
WILL 26 3 29 Ai 7 0 3 
WILLLIAMSON 65 8 73 oL 0 0 i 
WINNEBAGO i 2 39 i 3 0 4 
WOODFORD Bf Z oo 3 5 0 8 
TOTAL 3017 329 3346 198 255 1 454 
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COUNTY 


ADAMS 
ALEXANDER 
BOND 
BOONE 
BROWN 
BUREAU 
CALHOUN 
CARROLL 
CASS 
CHAMPAIGN 
CHRISTIAN 
CLARK 
CLAY 
CLINTON 
COLES 
COOK 
CRAWFORD 
CUMBERLAND 
DEKALB 
DEWITT 
DOUGLAS 
DUPAGE 
EDGAR 
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FRANKLIN 
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HARDIN 
HENDERSON 
HENRY 
IROQUOIS 
JACKSON 
JASPER 


APPENDIX C 


1993 ILLINOIS ARCHERY DEER HARVEST 


MALE FEMALE UNK. TOTAL 
1 a 70 - L382 
39 ATs: 0 50 
81 62 0 143 
68 61 0 1lgZ@g 
118 78 0 L96 
i238 Fie) 0 LOS 
80 28 0 108 
Lay 74 Zz Nee 
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94 78 2 174 
85 64 0 149 
oy bel 0 156 
a2 64 0 159 
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ya 68 A LieZ 
78 Oe) 0 Ltd 
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7a 61 z 140 
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Appendix C continued. 


COUNTY 


JEFFERSON 
JERSEY 
JODAVIESS 
JOHNSON 
KANE 
KANKAKEE 
KENDALL 
KNOX 
LASALLE 
LAWRENCE 
LEE 

LAKE 
LIVINGSTON 
LOGAN 
MACON 
MACOUPIN 
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MARION 
MARSHALL 
MASON 
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Appendix C continued. 


COUNTY 


SANGAMON 
SCHUYLER 
SCOTT 
SHELBY 

ST. CLAIR 
STARK 
STEPHENSON 
TAZEWELL 
UNION 
VERMILION 
WABASH 
WARREN 
WASHINGTON 
WAYNE 
WHITE 
WHITESIDE 
WILL 
WILLIAMSON 
WINNEBAGO 
WOODF'ORD 


UNK. COUNTY 


TOTAL 
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APPENDIX D 


Deer Vehicle Accidents Reported On State Owned Or Maintained Highways 


County OSG 12934 1969 1986 2960 1988 1989 1990 1997 1992 1992 
1 ADAMS 57 ay bh 8105 oo eed aS 1D ee ee. 1 Se 
2 ALEXANDER 7 14 14 14 15 be 18 22 £9 ao 22 
3 BOND 14 20 20 28 2 i 41 4’] 64 44 50 54 
4 BOONE 18 43 26 32 46 45 5S 59 56 67 BD 
5 BROWN = 14 20 10 3 18 20 34 4l a2 So 
6 BUREAU 42 a2 60 65 43 at 57 6G) 130 “1284 93 
7 CALHOUN 10 17 HS 2if 32 20 24 8 rae 49 18 
8 CARROLL 30 oe 23 we 46 61 87 76 85 a 81 
94CASS 6 16 pe 19 16 26 nS 36 i A 36 43 
10 CHAMPAIGN 28 46 39 67 65 G2 100 124 Tide 148. za 
11 CHRISTIAN 22 Bie es £9 36 48 46 58 48 a, 64 
h2 GUARK a2 41 40 54 61 a Be 63 30 eae) 87 1g 
£3 CLAY 7 22 18 19 24 4l 38 54 58 o5 4l 
14 CLINTON 18 17 16 26 28 83 30 44 38 46 34 
25 COLES Sc BY 52 59 t3 uy 81 78 of 246 98 
£6 00K Zao 264 360 469 436 494 499 610 .655 INT 645 
17 CRAWFORD Zo 34 58 60 62 78 7S 1084 $4104 #1724 12s 
18 CUMBERLAND 14 20 Zi 24 28 47 52 48 76 49 56 
19 DEKALB 16 ia 20 38 45 56 49 58 74 58 66 
20 DEWITT i 22 24 2h 64 a9 Da 49 65 ue 67 
21 DOUGLAS 2 E 12 16 Zu 17 Ze 24 Ze Ak of 
22 DUPAGE at 50 38 76 ays 85 24° 109 “16G Van 12? 
23 EDGAR 2 18 29 2H 42 30 ph 40 58 58 44 
24 EDWARDS 6 9 21 Zi am 24 26 36 42 43 36 
25 EFFINGHAM fas 40 8 KB 140 88 oe 1S Oo | Pee Le 
26 FAYETTE a2 SA oz 56 Ds 4’] 83 aT 78 74 wo 
2) FORD v ez 9 14 16 27 PS ia cee. Bi 34 
28 FRANKLIN 49 be be ot 26 OG IM6 9 4103, lag T3180 149 
29 FULTON 33 61 60 64 76 94 85 Se iz ) 220 156 
30 GALLATIN 2 4 g 4 9 6 NZ Lo 10 16 10 
31 GREENE 1s 30 34 40 36 49 44 54 70 oy 62 
32 GRUNDY 22 16 2a 41 Al 43 ol 64 64 83 69 
33 HAMILTON 9 12 8 20 nes vet: ad 5 a a5 8 
34 HANCOCK 25 ope. 2 3% 45 64 42 9° 202 77 70 
35 HARDIN s 6 20 3 14 2 16 28 2a pi ra. 
36 HENDERSON LS a2 16 27 Yas) 38 24 Za oo 34 63 
37 HENRY 36 4l a3 a5 94 99 06 (189 182" 144) 146 
38 IROQUOIS ae 23 49 59 DE aT 90 23 96.) B04 12% 
39 JACKSON 69 90 ieee ae ee koe ee eek a 2S 20S 
40 JASPER 10 16 18 22 Zi 29 ae a1 43 40 39 
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Appendix D continued. 


County 1369 1964 1965 1996 1387) 1998 1989 1990 199) 1992 1993 
42 JERSEY zo a3 34 50 ae 54 56 59 80 74 65 
43 JODAVIESS 39 44 4’] 63 60 65 76 94 100 76 ral: 
44 JOHNSON 30 42 49 36 48 73 87 Bai Tae te 119 
45 KANE 68 80 Gh -l22 826 156 190 226 212 242 236 
46 KANKAKEE 18 40 a0 8, 46 pe] 59 60 ee 75 86 
477 KENDALL 12 ee ai 26 43 Si 45 46 69 70 54 
48 KNOX 32 30 ak 40 57 64 70 89 G6o i203 35 
49 LAKE 26 lof 200 250 “274 298 359 346 404 458 426 
50 LASALLE 46 pe: 78 DO Pipe i 24. 1S2 133. tee eo. 182 
51 LAWRENCE 17 Zi, ad 43 4S 48 61 81 a3 84 101 
52 LEE 33 DZ 33 88 84 Bo. Li 162 55150, 19h 145 
53 LIVINGSTON 18 £9 23 a0 46 44 47 72 84 82 23 
54 LOGAN a 19 pe] 24 32 44 Al 28 Ee) 58 76 
55 MCDONOUGH b3 16 18 aT) 26 Si 31 36 Al 55 ES 
56 MCHENRY 17a 167 123 165 398 2a] 250: 269 322° S45. 293 
57 MCLEAN B22 Al 46 78 Ta 89 1m t007 264. 229 22 
58 MACON ae | 43 38 49 61 62 67 95 a9 6103 87 
59 MACOUPIN oo 38 58 58 70 eur LUZ oo eb. 2.LaG 
60 MADISON 66 84 S07 £466 1334 1804 2Ote BES4 2382q 24215228 
61 MARION vA, 43 42 63 78 oo GOgee Uae ee Pei 1 OS 
62 MARSHALL 19 16 21. 30 30 23 ek 46 se, 56 Jee) 
63 MASON il 9 7 19 iS S, 18 22 ao eu! 48 
64 MASSAC 16 15 10 Zo Mike Bt. 49 53 aN 53 74 
65 MENARD 2 16 14 *. 14 Zz 1 ae 6 39 ape 13 
66 MERCER 18 18 i 18 6 24 23 28 26 38 33 
67 MONROE 16 a4 Usps 36 o2 36 Be ape 46 Se, 49 
68 MONTGOMERY 24 44 38 33 48 67 81 84 ae 82 89 
69 MORGAN fie. 39 4l 56 74 tee 42. 88 95 LUD. LZ 
70 MOULTRIE 163) 26 18 20 ay on 36 a 20 a1 16 
71 OGLE ae 63 NSH ULE Poe Cetra BN lo a aw Aa hss Oe eg GF OMRON OW 2 LE 
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72° PULASKI 9 ia Bs. Ze se 14 ai Si ap 47 ao 
78 PUTNAM LS 24 14 20 20 24 17 26 a a9 x 
79 RANDOLPH 38 45 58 76 74 las Boe lid see 69 3g 
80 RICHLAND 18 Be, cA 34 35 43 49 49 54 = so, 


81 ROCK ISLAND 58 69 57 78 89 88 a P82 IC Hg TP MN Rc Be a 
82 ST. CLAIR 46 58 82 See Oo maui Or Os Oh wih Loy 


83 SALINE goad Al Zu eM 46 4’] 66 719 ee) 83 99 
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85 SCHUYLER 22 ZS a2 BZ 33 34 ad oir | 44 54 fps) 
86 SCOTT 6 ies a 18 31 PBS 34 28 48 48 34 
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Appendix D continued. 


County 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 
87 SHELBY Lg 26 ee 44 38 34 49 46 61 he, 60 
88 STARK 6 i 7 7 5 ses 19 17 18 A Noe eg 
89 STEPHENSON 39 50 46 50 70 ao 11S Se 12s ops ae 
90 TAZEWELL sha Di. 49 70 64 85 vom 2 i, LOA, Fee) 146 
91 UNION 41 loa 45 45 66 61 ee A a OD oi oe 
92 VERMILION ol 65 69 ove we gel on CO Pie Ban Fos 10S 
93 WABASH 10 8 14 20 9 14 24 34 2%) 28 ae 
94 WARREN 7 ie © 18 je 28 35 33 3 44 eZ 46 
95 WASHINGTON fe 26 ae 47] 29 Lo 48 fa 81 64 76 
96 WAYNE Pa Lo Ze 32 23 41 39 Al 52 76 pas 
G7 WHITE 18 as Al Pay Al 65 ie GZ 80 83 nS 
98 WHITESIDE 37 6 38 47] 48 56 aid 50 63 =, 83 
99 WILL 74 See ieee aloG lace Loi Ahi Tee ee Ga, ZO 261. 


100 WILLIAMSON 86 81 Oe Woe tae UST L6G, S70) “168 196 1.208 
ooweNNE heh? iSO (142 198 gia 208 220° 19 201 228 223 
102 WOODFORD ‘a 1% 338 34 30 42 Al 45 61 62 a2 
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Appendix E 
1993 Illinois Deer Vehicle Accidents on State Owned or Maintained Highways 
Number of 


Accidents Number of 
W/Injuries Injuries Deaths 
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Appendix E continued. 


County 
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Number of 
Accidents 


W/Injuries 


CU INOU RS i EY OO) ee Ih Gil Or KO) CO Ga Gl ayn Gate oye ee NES eho 


be 
CG >@s ID) COGS" Goins & on 


Number of 
Injuries 


Nee eS CO OikGo Oven 19 0 Gr) Co On OO Care aie oe 


WSOP Lu dh Slasy Ts 


1 W 


25 


Deaths 


x9 yoaonet | 


mor is + 2 Wee 


” ete 
: ae 


esosbloscé 
62 Laas 


Se -™" 


eae | 


te 


a 


5 a be 


ae 
~- 


: 


od = 


at tet | 
ie tA 
OLA 
Baan cAaM & 

; ORAM. 4 
SARBAM | 
CAAMOM | 

+ ae 
CRANE 
aan fa: 8S 
ASOROM Cis 


Appendix E continued. 


Number of 
Accidents Number of 
County W/Injuries Lnourres Deaths 
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83 SALINE 
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85 SCHUYLER 
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95 WASHINGTON 
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*x* 3 additional deaths on roads other than State-owned or 
maintained. 
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COUNTY 


ADAMS 
BOND 
BOONE 
BROWN 
CARROLL 
CASS 
CHAMPAIGN 
CHRISTIAN 
CLARK 
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DEKALB 
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DEER REMOVAL PERMITS ISSUED AND KILL REPORT 
1 JANUARY THROUGH 31 DECEMBER 1993 
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APPENDIX F. Continued 


OUNTY ALLOWED 
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APPENDIX G 


Deer population reduction/control programs in northern Illinois 
authorized via DPCP. Number of deer permitted for removal is 


followed by the actual number collected in parentheses. 


Site Size 
(ha) 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 
Northeastern Illinois 
Chicago Botanic 121 30(24) 30(3) 20(12) 20(2) 
Gardens* 
City of Lake Forest 2590+ N/A 20(11)a 70(33) 72(69) 
FPD of Cook Co. 
a) Bemis Woods 514 N/A N/A N/A 30(30) 
b) Busse Woods 1508 30(16) 40(40) 40(21) 50(50) 
c) Camp Sagqawau 22 N/A 30(21) 20(4) N/A 
da) Crabtree NC 669 N/A N/A 30(10) N/A 
e) Glenwood/Zanders 1699 N/A N/A 30(0) 30(29) 
f) Palos (West) Div. 1178 N/A N/A 45(44) 50(50) 
q) River Trails NC 239 30(6) 40(23) 40(23) 30(30) 
h) Skokie Division 449 N/A N/A 15(12)b 30(22) 
i) Somme/Chipilly 297 N/A N/A 30(10) 30(23) 
FPD of DuPage Co. 
a) Fischer Woods 45 N/A N/A N/A 8(0) 
b) Fullersburg Woods 85 N/A N/A N/A 15(4) 
c) Lyman Woods 37 N/A N/A N/A 8(5) 
da) Meacham Grove 93 N/A N/A N/A 2212) 
e) Waterfall Glen & 1094 N/A N/A 400( 253 )610(579) 
Wood Ridge 
£) W. Chicago Prairie 122 N/A N/A N/A 35(30) 
gq) Wood Dale Grove & 96 N/A N/A N/A 21(12) 
Salt Creek Park 
Lake Co. FPD 
a) Lloyd & Wright Wds. 254 N/A N/A 18(18) 25(15) 
b) MacArthur Woods 204 N/A 42(25) 15(12) 25(0)da 
c) Ryerson Cons. Area 2a. 28(28)c 19(19) 12(12) 20(0)da 
Morton Arboretum 607 45(36) 35(25) 55(43) 70(57) 
O’Hare Airport 3238 N/A N/A 30(0)d 100(59) 
cont. 
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Appendix G: Continued. 


Site 


The Grove Nat‘’l1 Historic 
Landmark, Glenview Park 
District 


Village of 

Bannockburn 

Village of Glencoe 
Northwestern Illinois 
Galena Territory Assc. 
Lake Carroll POA 

Total # of programs/sites 
Total # of deer permitted 
Total # of deer collected 


Lbs. of venison donated 


Size 


(ha) 
35 


518+ 


997 


2720 


2200 


N/A 


N/A 


N/A 


50( 34) 


144 


5 


1991-92 1392-95 
30(13) N/A 
N/A N/A 
N/A N/A 


600(600) 300(230) 


N/A 
10 18 
886 1,460 
780 1,027 
>28,584 39,387 


1993-94 


20(9) 


30( 29) 


30(18) 


200(50) 


290(290) 313(190) 


26 
1,894 
1,361 


49,359 


FPD = Forest Preserve District; N/A = Not Applicable/no removal program. 
a Removal program initially started on a 40ha property owned by Lake 


Forest Open Lands Association. 
Collected under Scientific Collecting Permit. 

Included attempts to live-capture and translocate. 
DPCP issued but not used by agency. 
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HISTORY OF WHITE-TAILED DEER IN ILLINOIS 


Deer numbers have increased dramatically in Illinois since they were virtually 
extirpated from the state by the late 1800’s (Pietsch 1954). Prior to 1950, 
occasional escapes/releases of deer from privately-owned preserves, 
translocations conducted by the Illinois Department of Conservation and the 
United States Forest Service, and possibly immigration of deer from adjacent 
States led to the reintroduction of white-tailed deer to Illinois. Additionally, 
the high reproductive potential of healthy whitetails, their ability (and 
adaptability) to rapidly colonize suitable habitat and favorable land use 
practices (e.g., agriculture, large acreage residential lots with food and cover) 
have resulted in a rapid increase in deer numbers and distribution statewide. 
By 1950, whitetails were observed in 68 counties, and 33 counties were opened for 
deer hunting in 1957. All except the 4 counties in the Chicago metropolitan area 


(i.e., Cook, DuPage, Kane, and Lake) were opened to firearm harvest of deer in 
1975.. 


Numbers of whitetails have continued to increase throughout Illinois. This 
increase is exemplified by increases in annual hunter harvest and hunter success 
rates. Record numbers of deer were legally harvested by hunters every year 
during the 1980’s while (firearm) hunter success appeared to stabilize at 45-47%. 
In 1980, 20,700 deer were harvested by 75,800 permittees statewide; the harvest 
increased to 82,130 taken by 206,176 permittees in 1991. 


Unfortunately, the increase in deer numbers statewide has resulted in a greater 
incidence of deer-vehicle accidents; reported accidents on State-maintained/- 
numbered routes (not including county and city roads) involving white-tailed deer 
increased from 2,345 in 1981 to 9,076 in 1990. This type of deer-human 
interaction is probably most pronounced in the 4 highly urbanized counties in NE 
Illinois. Not surprisingly, Cook County has ranked highest among I1linois 
counties in the number of reported deer-vehicle collisions on State highways 
(e.g., 172 in 1981 up to 610 in 1990). Damage to native forest vegetation by 
excessive deer browsing has been documented on several remnant natural areas. 
High deer numbers have led to increased reports of damage to agricultural! crops, 
nursery and orchard stock, ornamental plantings, cemeteries, and golf courses. 
Additionally, deer pose a threat to human safety when allowed to reside on 
airport_properties and to wander unimpeded onto active runways. Incidences of 
"displaced" deer, deer appearing in cities, in fenced yards/compounds, and in 
buildings, have also increased. 


Due to the increase in negative deer-human interactions statewide, the Illinois 
deer hunting seasons were significantly modified for 1991. The firearm season 
was lengthened from 6 days (two 3-day seasons) to 7 days, an exclusive 3-day 
muzzleloader season was added during December, an experimental 3-day handgun 
season during January 1992 was added, an additional antlerless-only archery 
permit was made available, and emphasis (via permit allocation and public 
education) was placed on the need to harvest more females/does. Management has 
been focused upon the smallest land unit possible at this time; quotas were, and 
will continue to be set, on a county-by-county basis in order to attain 
"desirable" deer densities. Generally speaking, desirable deer densities in 
ideal habitat are often stated as being approximately 18-25 deer per square mile; 
however, "acceptable" densities must be based upon biological, as well as social 
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and economic considerations, must be determined on a site-specific basis but in 
a regional context, and must be continually evaluated over time. 


ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION’S ROLE IN DEER DAMAGE ABATEMENT 


The management of white-tailed deer in I1]linois is the responsibility of the 
Illinois Department of Conservation (IDOC). The IDOC is responsible for taking 
"all measures necessary for the conservation, distribution, introduction, and 
restoration of birds and mammals" (Section 1.10, Article I, Chapter 61, Illinois 
Wildlife Code). Furthermore, “ownership of, and title to, all wild birds and wild 
mammals within the jurisdiction of the State are declared to be in the State, and 
no wild birds or wild mammals shall be taken or killed, in any manner or at any 
time, unless the person(s) so taking or killing the same shall consent that the 
title thereto shall be and remain in the State for the purpose of regulating the 
taking, killing, possession, use, sale, and transportation thereof, after such 
taking or killing, as hereinafter set forth" (Section 2.1, Article II, -Chapter 
61, Illinois Wildlife Code). i 


In situations where deer numbers are locally excessive, the responsibility of 
documenting deer-related damage and managing deer numbers must be assumed, at 
least in part, by the individual landowner or land-managing agency/organization 
(e.g., county forest preserve or park district, municipality, homeowner’s 
association, etc.). The IDOC personnel serve in an extension capacity by 
providing up-to-date information on deer population management alternatives 
(based upon field-proven applications, research funded by the IDOC, and research 
conducted nationwide), deer damage abatement techniques, methods of evaluating 
population levels and extent of deer damage, and procedures/regulations for 
initiating and conducting deer removal programs. Additionally, IDOC personnel 
will provide on-site evaluations of deer damage and site-specific recommendations 
On abatement. 


To this end, the IDOC funded the 6.5 year (Fall 1983 - Summer 1990) Urban Deer 
Research Study (conducted by the Illinois Natural History Survey) and initiated 
the Urban Deer Management Project in November 1988 to specifically address the 
concerns of citizens and public land managers about increasing incidences of 
deer-related damage in Cook, Lake, DuPage, and Kane counties, as well as other 
metropolitan areas statewide. However, due to the magnitude of complaints 
concerning deer depredations, the only feasible or practical arrangement is for 
the complainant to determine/document if a "deer problem" actually exists, to 
obtain the appropriate permits, and to select and implement the most effective 
management techniques. 


The IDOC currently offers no compensation or reimbursement to landowners for deer 
damage. This is also true for motorists involved in deer-vehicle accidents. In 
the latter case, the motorist is allowed to claim the deer carcass but must 
report such to the local IDOC Regional Law Enforcement Office within 24 hours, 
or the next regular workday (Section 750.10, Part 750, Subchapter b, Chapter I, 
Title 17, Illinois Administrative Code). 
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION 
PROTOCOL FOR THE ISSUANCE OF DEER REMOVAL PERMITS 


Division of Wildlife Resources’ Biologists (District Wildlife Biologists [DWBs] 
and Private Land Biologists [PLBs]) will be responsible for working with private 
landowners and private and public land managers and agency administrators 
(hereafter referred to as complainants) in evaluating and documenting a deer 
damage control policy via the following standardized procedure. 


Upon receiving a deer damage complaint, the biologist will contact the 
complainant within 5 working days to establish an inspection date within the 
following 5 working days or a mutually agreed upon date. An example of an 
exception to this time frame would be when human safety may be compromised, (e.g., 
airport authority concerns with deer on runways). When human safety is a 
concern, a biologist will meet with the complainant immediately or will give 
verbal permission followed with a site-evaluation within 48 hours. ~ 


Biologists of the Department need not attempt to evaluate damage if the property 
owner (or his representative) cannot meet with them. Without the landowner 
experiencing the damage present, alternative methods of abating damage cannot be 
explained. If damage control is warranted, landowners must be willing to amend 
their schedule to meet with the Department biologist. The initial deer removal 
permit will not be issued over the phone without a field evaluation except in the 
aforementioned cases involving immediate threats to human safety or health. 


To augment control of deer damage the Department may issue deer removal permits. 
Permits will be issued under one of the following three land-use classifications 
(for additional! clarification refer to the cited appendices): 


le Properties where public hunting is suitable and will serve as a 
viable deer damage control measure (Appendix _A_); 
oe Properties where public hunting is possible but not allowed to the 
fullest extent due to landowner, homeowner or public sentiment or 
5 mission statement (encumbrance) governing the property in question 
=i (Appendix _A_); or 


34 Properties where public hunting is not possible due to concerns for 
human safety and/or precluded by federal, state, county or municipal 
Statutes or ordinances (Appendix _A/B_). 


Permits will be issued to reduce deer numbers by one of the following permit 
classifications (for additional clarification refer to appendices): 


ike Deer Removal Permits (DRPs) issued for the removal of individual 
deer (<10) perceived as causing excessive economic loss (Appendix 
A); 

4 > Deer Population Control Permits (DPCPs) issued to agencies, 


organizations or associations only to reduce and control deer 
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populations at specified levels. Issuance of DPCP’s will be by the 
Forest Wildlife Program only. (Appendix _B_); or 

Special DRPs or DPCPs to remove deer perceived as threatening human 
safety and/or health may be issued immediately at the discretion of 
biologist but must be approved (within 24 hours of issuance) by the 
Forest Wildlife Program. (Appendix _A/B ). 


DRPs will not be authorized : 


1” 


10. 


to remove deer during or between the regular firearm deer seasons 
(except in counties closed to such). An exception to this would be 
the issuance of a DRP authorizing the use of cracker shells or 
plastic slugs to "haze" deer. 


to remove deer that damage wildlife food plots/plantings. 


to remove deer that damage family garden plots and/or "truck farms" 
less than 5 acres in size (recommend fencing) unless to augment 
other techniques recommended by the authorizing biologist which are 
being seriously employed by the landowner. 


to remove deer damaging Christmas tree plantings, orchards and 
nurseries less than 10 acres in size (individual field) unless to 
augment other techniques recommended by the authorizing biologist 
which are being seriously employed by the landowner. 


to remove deer that damage residential ornamental plantings 
(recommend fencing and/or alternative ornamental species not 
palatable to deer) unless to augment other techniques recommended 
by the authorizing biologist and which are being seriously employed 
by the landowner. 


to remove deer as a form of compensation (i.e., DRPs will only be 
issued at the time of actual depredation). 


for the use of handguns, muzzleloading rifles, buckshot, crossbows 
or other archery equipment. 


to access property other than the complainant’s. 


to discharge a firearm within 300 yards of an inhabited dwelling 
without first obtaining written permission from the owner or tenant 
or within city limits unless the complainant can provide a copy of 
a written waiver (of any ordinances precluding the discharge of a 
firearm) from city officials/ managers. 


to live capture and translocate free-ranging deer. An exception 
would be deer captured under a DPCP authorized by the Forest 
Wildlife Program. 
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to allow the permittee to keep deer parts other than the meat for 
personal consumption (i.e., hides and antlers have to be disposed of 


following the guidelines of the "Illinois Dead Animal Disposal 
Acti): 


for population control, i.e., issuance of concurrent, successive 
and/or overlapping DRP’s to remove >20 deer within 90 days will 
require the authorization of the Forest Wildlife Program. 


APPENDIX A 
ISSUANCE OF DRPs (Removal of <10 Deer) 


At the first opportunity, the Department of Conservation biologist must identify 
if the land is statutorily huntable, and if so, if the landowner allows firearm 
or archery hunting. An example of suitable public hunting areas include private 
land ownership in counties open to firearm deer hunting. In counties that are not 
open to firearm deer hunting, archery deer hunting should be stressed. In both 
scenarios, it is imperative that the landowner be encouraged to manage the deer 
herd on his property. Recommendations, therefore, should encourage the taking 
of antlerless deer. In addition, it is important to stress that the complainant 
encourage his neighbors to allow deer hunting. 


If the landowner can, but does not allow hunting, a DRP may be issued with the 
stipulation that beginning with the earliest deer season the landowner will allow 
and encourage hunting. Furthermore, it must be stipulated that failure to comply 
with the hunting requirement will preclude the issuance of additional permits 
beyond the initial year. To document compliance with this requirement, the 
landowner must maintain records of hunters ( name, telephone number, address, and 
number/sex of deer harvested on his property) and provide this information to the 
biologist upon request. 


PROCEDURE FOR COMPLETING DRPS 


be PROPERTY OWNER/TENANT AND SHOOTER(S): Record the name, address and phone 
number of the property owner/tenant and shooters. If the property owner 
does not want to kill deer, he has the option of identifying up to two 
"specified shooters". Should the landowner be identified as a shooter, he 
may have only one additional shooter identified to assist him. Inform the 
landowner that the names of specified shooters will be provided to the 
county Conservation Police Officer (CPO) to ensure that the specified 
shooter does not have a violation that would preclude him from legally 
assisting the landowner. All shooters must have a valid F.0.1.D. CARD and 
have a copy on his person while attempting to kill, handle, or transport 
deer. 


rae LANDOWNER SPECIFIED AS A SHOOTER: If the landowner or tenant intends to 
shoot deer, it must be identified in the box alongside his name. 


Se LEGAL DESCRIPTION: The DRP must list the TOWNSHIP, RANGE and SECTION 
along with the COUNTY. At times it will become necessary to identify the 
area down to the quarter section, i.e., when more than one individual owns 
land in the same section. 


4. REMOVAL METHODS: 


ae RIFLES: When authorizing the use of rifles it is extremely critical 
that the safety aspect be addressed, i.e., rifles may be considered 
as a weapon to dispatch deer if there are no _ buildings, 
public/private use areas, or roads associated with the area. The 
caliber of the rifle must be .243 or larger for DRPs. No rim-fire 
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rifles will be allowed under the DRP, however, they may be 
considered a weapon of choice under a DPCP which requires a shooter 
proficiency test. 


b. SHOTGUNS: The use of shotguns (i.e. 10 through 20 ga.) with slugs 
is encouraged whenever possible. No DRPs will be issued that allow 
the use of .410’s. 


Ge HAZING: Hazing permits (i.e., disturbing deer through the use of 
cracker shells or plastic slugs) may be issued during and between 
the firearm season. 


d- SHINING: Shining for the purpose of removing deer with a DRP is 
defined as follows: Use of artificial light from a moving vehicle 
while actively attempting to locate deer (not to be interpreted as 
going to or returning from the area specified on the DRP for deer 
removal) is legal as long as all weapons are unloaded and-legally 
cased. When shooting while shining, the shooter must be outside the 
vehicle and have both feet on the ground. Authorized hours for 
shining are from sunset until 3 hours after sunset, and then 3 hours 
before sunrise to sunrise. When shining is allowed as an option it 
does not become effective until 4 days after the initiation of the 


permit. The purpose of this delay is to provide time for the CPO to 
be notified. 


TYPE OF DAMAGE: Usually the type of damage will consist of crops (i.é., 
corn, soybeans, wheat or alfalfa). Other types of damage include orchard 
and nursery depredation in the form of "rubbing" and/or "browsing". If 
the DRP is going to be issued, the extent of damage needs to be recorded 
as excessive. If no DRP is issued it is necessary to identify that damage 
js_minimal, and then document the rationale for the decision. A suggested 
location for this documentation is under "Recommendation and Comments" 
section of the DEER COMPLAINANT LOG (ji.e., until amount of depredation is 
appraised as excessive, no removal permit will be issued). 


ABATEMENT TECHNIQUES: When meeting with the complainant, whether hunting 
is a possibility or not, one or more of the following abatement techniques 


is: to be explained, with appropriate handout materials provided to the 
complainant. 


UIREL |e: INDIRECT: 
Regulated Hunting Fences/Movement Barriers 
Sharpshooting (Dept. guidelines) Repellents/Deterrents: 
Trap and Euthanize* natural vegetation 
Trap and Transfer* olfactory 
Fertility Control* visual 
(*Not an option for auditory device 
private landowners) taste 


Habitat Manipulation 
Supplemental Feeding 
No Action 
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(A descriptive narrative of each of the above abatement techniques is found in 


Appendix 


ail), 


6. EXTENT OF DAMAGE: Documented extent of damage before a DRP will be 
issued: 


i] 
1 
ty 


SOYBEANS: DRPs will not be issued when grazing occurs primarily 
within 5m (15 ft.) of a field edge. DRPs may be justified when 67- 
100% of the leaves are being eaten from young plants (35-40 days 
post-emergent) outside the 5 meter border. 


CORN: DRPs will not be issued when grazing occurs primarily within 
5m (15ft.) of a field edge. DRPs may be justified when =5% of the 
plants (in an individual field) are being destroyed outside the 5 
meter border. The table below should be useful in assessing 
economic loss attributed to deer depredation. 


+ 
~- 


TABLE 2. Estimated Corn Yield Reduction Due to Various Amounts of 
Leaf Removal at Several Stages of Plant Development’ 


Percent 

Leaf Area 

Destroyed: 10 20.30 40 50 60 70 80 0g 100 
Stage of Growth - Percent Reduction in Corn Vield - 
< 5 leaves 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
10 leaf 0 0 2 ul 6 8 9 Meld 16 
20 leat 3 5 10 ip 26 f Ad 56 69 B4 
Tasseled 3 7 13 fu Sap 42 BS 68 83 100 
Silken 2 6 1 19 28 38 50 63 78 95 
Milk 1 3 12 «18 24 32 4} 49 59 
Dented 0 0 1 3 7 10 14 17 20 24 


* Taken from table prepared by Hail Insurance Adjustment and Research Association, and Research and Crop Insurance 
Research Bureau {and reprinted from p.45 of: Deer Damage Committee. 1989, Michigan’s deer damage problens: 
an analysis of the problems with recommendations for future research and communication. Dept. of Fish and 
Wildlife, Michigan State Univ., East Lansing. $7pp. 


NURSERY AND ORCHARD TREES: A DRP may be issued when the authorizing 
biologist can document damage to 10 percent of a specific species of 
trees within a nursery or an orchard. 


BALED HAY: No DRPs will be issued for depredation to baled hay. 
Damage to baled hay can be alleviated by centralizing bails and 
protecting by electric fence. 
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WILDLIFE FOOD PLOTS: Food plots are planted for the purpose of 
wildlife. No DRPs will be issued for damage to wildlife food plots. 
Instead, biologist will explain electric fencing and/or suggest an 
alternative location for planting the food plot. 


ORNAMENTAL PLANTINGS: DRPs will not be issued for browsing and/or 
rubbing of ornamental plants unless to augment other recommended (by 
authorizing biologist) techniques already in use. The investigating 
biologist should describe suitable non-palatable ornamental species 
and abatement provided through fencing and repellents. 


FENCING: No DRPs will be issued for fencing knocked down by deer 
until the landowner has attempted to alleviate his problem through 
the installation of colored electric vinyl fencing, or the landowner 
first uses highly-visible flagging on the section of fence being 
camaged. 


PERMIT NUMBER: This section will contain the authorizing biologist’s 
initials and sequential numbering (e.g., JEBOO1 through JEBO10, etc.). 


TAG NO.: Tag numbers will be recorded in this section by the issuing 
biologist. Inform permittee that immediately upon collecting and prior to 
transporting each deer carcass must be tagged (securely through a rear 
leg) 


ADDITIONAL REMOVAL SPECIFICATIONS: Under this section the authorizing 
biologist needs to document additional measures required to be adhered to 
by the complainant. Examples of such measures may include: the need of 
the complainant to comply with the Dead Animal Disposal Act when disposing 
of the non-edible portions of the deer carcass; the need to maintain 
accurate records for carcass disposition; and any other specific 
recommendations the biologist believes are appropriate at the time of his 
field evaluation. 


a. PERMIT LONGEVITY - NUMBER OF DAYS: Complainants need to resolve 
their deer depredation problem as soon as possible. Removal permits 
A will not be written for more than 30 days. The biologist may deny 
a a request to renew a permit if the complainant has not attempted to 
remove the deer within the time frame allowed by the original DRP. 


b. SEX SPECIFICITY: DRPs issued to control crop damage are to be issued 
as "antlerless-only" permits. Permits issued to alleviate "rubbing" 
are to be issued as “antlered-only", with the added requirement that 
the antlers be destroyed. In a situation where a DRP is issued to 
reduce rubbing damage, the biologist may issue a percentage of the 
permits as "antlerless-only", thereby addressing the current concern 
of rubbing damage while addressing the need to reduce deer 
densities. 


(af AGE SPECIFICITY: From a biological and humanitarian point of view, 
as well as addressing the depredation problem, it is recommended 
that both females and their fawns be sacrificed. 
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DIVISION OF WILDLIFE RESOURCES: The biologist’s name, address, phone 
number and signature. 


MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS: Examples of management recommendations to be 
recorded here include: hunting, hazing, repellents (both chemical and 
mechanical) and the requirement to document the number/sex of deer 
harvested (including the need to record the name, address and phone number 
of individuals allowed to hunt the previous year). 


PERMIT PROVISIONS: Provisions in this section need to be identified to the 


complainant, point-by-point! Explain to the complainant that their name 
and address (but not phone number) will be provided to individuals 
contacting the Department requesting names of individuals experiencing 
deer depredation in a specific county. 


PERMIT ROUTING PROTOCOL: 


Ls 


a. Biologist gives original DRP to complainant (white copy); 
b. Biologist maintains a file copy of the DRP (pink copy); 


c. Biologist provides DRP copies to Regional Law Enforcement Office 
(goldenrod copy) and to the Forest Wildlife Project (photo copy) 
within two days after issuance; 


d. Forest Wildlife Project will notify issuing biologist when permit 
holders are delinquent (210 days after expiration of permit). Forest 
Wildlife will provide biologist with delinquent letter that he/she will 
send to complainant (biologist may elect to use a phone or personal 
contact to inform the complainant). This contact (letter, phone or 
personal) will notify the complainant that they must return all 
materials (appropriate expired permit, unused leg tags and carcass 
disposition form) to the issuing biologist; 


e. Issuing biologist, upon receipt of the expired DRP, will forward the 
original DRP and carcass disposition list to the Forest Wildlife 
Project located in Petersburg within four days. 


DISPOSITION OF CARCASSES REPORT FORM 


Instructions provided for filling out this form (located on the back of 
the DRP) are self-explanatory. 
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DEER COMPLAINANT LOG 
DATE: 
Name of Complainant: 


Address: 
Phone Number: 


Referred By: 


Type of Damage:(plant species, time of year, browsing/arazing/antler rubbin 
damage and estimated cost of damage/or replacement value) 


Neighboring Land Use: 


Recommendations:{repellents. fencina, huntina or other abatement techniques 


Action Taken: 


Recommendation and Comments: 


Follow up:(date permit returned and number of deer recorded? 
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION pennitNo. 


DEER REMOVAL PERMIT “Tag No.(s) 
PROPERTY OWNER/TENANT C) Specified as a Shooter Sere a, Bae 
Name: BirthDate:_/_ ss /__ Address: 
City: State: Zip Code: Phone: ( ) 
SPECIFIED SHOOTER (FIRST SHOOTER) : 
Name: BirthDate:_/_s/__ Address: 
City: State: Zip Code: Phone: ( ) 
SPECIFIED SHOOTER (SECOND SHOOTER, IF PROPERTY OWNER/TENANT NOT A SHOOTER) 
Name: BirthDate: —/_ ss /___s Address: Sarin. F 
City: State: Zip Code: Phone: ( ) 


AREA DESCRIPTION 


Legal Description: 
County: 

Type of Damage: 
Extent of Damage: 
REMOYAL SPECIFICATIONS: 
I SR I a SSS a SR Ta a a 
a ae eee 
NN EE a Ua a a er ee 
The above person(s)/organization(s) is(are) hearby granted a ___ day permit under Section 2.37 of the Illinois Wudlife Code to remove/harass 

antleriess and/or antlered deer causing property damage. This permit is valid from to 


and only on the lands owned or rented by the permittee and described above. Unless othenvise specilicd on this permit 
and associated document, the permittee and shooters shall follow Chapter 61 of the Illinois revised status and Title 17 of the Administrative Code. 


DIVISION OF WILDLIFE RESOURCES MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS 
Authorizing Agent 
Name: 
a en ey | 


Signature: 


Address: 
a 
Phone # ( ) 
eee er EF ee 


est an additional permit. 


Conservation release my 
as 


Copies: Original - Permittee Goldenrod - Law Enforcement 
Yellow - Shooter Photocopy - Forest Wildlife Program 
Pink - Authorizing Agent Photocopy - District Wildlife Manager 
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DISPOSITION OF CARCASSES 
REPORT FORM 


PERMITTEE NAME: PERMIT NO.: 


Permittee is required to record the date, age (adult/fawn), sex (male/female), tag number and disposition of each deer, . 


Age Sex 
Date Taken | (A/F) | (M/F) | Tag Number | Disposition (if given to another person, provide name, address & phone number) 


= 


00 


I 


PLEASE NOTE: The permittee must return the above report and all unused leg tags to the 
Authorizing Agent within 10 days of the expiration of the permit (Iilinois State Statute 6132.37). 
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APPENDIX B 
Deer Population Control Permit 


The Department strives to maintain deer densities at desirable levels or to 
adjust them in accordance with biological and/or social needs. Management 
alternatives to achieve this objective include: manipulation of the size and sex 
composition of the harvest, season type, season timing, season length and the 
number and/or types of permits issued. However, in areas where hunting is 
precluded due to concerns for human safety and/or precluded by federal, state, 
county or municipal statutes or ordinances deer population control permits may 
be issued under the following guidelines. 


DPCP PROCEDURES/GUIDELINES 


A) DPCPs are the only "non-hunting" deer permits issued for deer population/herd 
reduction and control. 


B) These permits are issued to land-managing or landowner agencies, 
organizations, corporations, associations, etc. and are not to be issued to 
individual private landowners. Examples of land-managing/ landowner 
organizations/agencies (hereafter referred to as "land-managers") include, 
but are not limited to: 


county forest preserve districts 

county conservation districts 

county or municipal park districts 

airport authorities 

municipalities 

golf courses/country clubs 

cemeteries 

homeowner associations 

girl/boy scout camps (or other outdoor recreational/educational camps) 
open space/open lands associations 

Federal installations (military bases/facilities, Nat’] labs, etc.) 
colleges, universities, or other schools 

corporate and industrial developments 


C) Upon initial contact by a representative of landowner, Division field staff 
(DWM’s and PLB’s) will follow procedures similar to those outlined for DRP 
requests by private landowners: 


1) The Division "agent" should record pertinent information, and maintain this 
information on file, during the initial contact. Information to be recorded 
includes: land-manager’s (agency/organization) name, address, phone number, 
the representative’s name and phone number, size/acreage of property, 
description of deer-related "problem", whether the property in question is 
within city limits (i.e., whether it is incorporated or unincorporated 
property), and whether the property is statutorily (and currently, or 
potentially, huntable). 
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2) Set up an site-inspection/evaluation for the earliest, mutually agreed upon, 
convenient date. 


D) 


“ 


Review, during the initial contact, later contact, or site-inspection, the 
steps the land-manager must follow in order to receive a DPCP. The agency, 
corporation or association requesting authority to remove deer must develop 
and submit a management proposal to the biologist before a removal permit 
will be granted. The minimum requirements for a DPCP proposal are: 


lie 


Ae 
k. 


A TITLE PAGE - with the name, address and phone number of the 


organization submitting the proposal and date submitted. 


INTRODUCTION AND PROBLEM STATEMENT - which includes a brief 


description of the size, location and objective statement for the 
area to be managed. ; 


PROGRAM GOALS - which addresses the long term purpose of the 
management, i.e., the damage to be alleviated. 


PROGRAM OBJECTIVES - which provides specific descriptions of 
management tasks to be accomplished, i.e., desired deer densities to 
be achieved by what methods, etc. 


SITE DESCRIPTION - which includes a detaiied description of the 


area, evaluation of deer numbers, and an outline of past deer 
management activities. 


DOCUMENTATION OF THE PROBLEM - which includes extent = and 
distribution of native species, ornamental and/or agricultural 
plants that are being damaged or destroyed, along with replacement 
CUSUsr 


PROPOSED METHODS AND PROCEDURES - which identifies the techniques 
to be used and the number of animals to be removed (The cost of deer 
removal program and carcass processing fees are the responsibility 
of the landowner that implements the management program and needs to 
be identified during the planning phase). 


EVALUATION OF MANAGEMENT PROGRAM - which lists the criteria that 


will be used to evaluate the effectiveness of the techniques in 
meeting the stated objectives. 


CHRONOLOGY OF MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES - which includes date of the 
proposal, date of initiation, completion date, evaluation of results 
and the date the summary is to be returned to the Department. 


LITERATURE CITED 


TABLES, GRAPHS AND APPENDICES that support the proposal. 


Deer management proposals/applications for DPCP will be required annually. 
Proposals must be submitted no later than 30 days prior to the proposed 
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starting date in order to allow ample time for review by PLB or DWB and 
Forest Wildlife staff, for sharpshooter certification, etc. 


DPCP routing procedures: 


Division field personnel (PLB or DWM) receive, and provide initial review of, 
the deer management proposal/DPCP application. This review process may 


entail returning the proposal to the land-manager for more information and/or 
clarification. 


When satisfied, the PLB or DWM will forward the proposal and his/her 
recommendations/comments to the Forest Wildlife Program (Program Manager and 
both the Forest Wildlife Project in Petersburg and Urban Deer Project in 
Elgin). The PLB’s or DWM’s comments should contain approval (based on site- 
evaluation) of proposed bait/shooting sites and the charity(ies) to receive 
processed venison or field-dressed carcasses. 


If approved, a DPCP will be issued by Forest Wildlife and copies will be 
distributed per instructions on the bottom of the permit with a copy (xerox) 
forwarded to the PLB or DWM. 


Upon issuance of the DPCP and prior to any deer removals via sharpshooters, 
the Division field agent should schedule time and place for sharpshooter 
certification/shooting proficiency test. 


Summaries required are: 


Within 30 days of permit expiration, or collecting the total number of deer 
authorized, the land-manager must submit a complete deer removal record and 
carcass disposition report to the authorizing agent (along with any unused 
carcass tags) and the initial Division staff contact. This summary must 
contain the date collected, carcass tag number, sex and age, weight (not 
mandatory), condition index (not mandatory), presence of wounds, 
abnormalities, and/or parasites, and ultimate disposition for each deer. The 
Summary should also contain either the number of deer carcasses or the amount 
of processed venison donated to charity. 


If the permittee is issued another/successive DPCP in order to extend the 
time for removals or increase the number of deer to be removed (which 
requires additional written justification), the removal/carcass summary must 
be submitted within 30 days after expiration of the last permit issued. Deer 
removal activities are generally conducted during late fall-winter which 
means that no more than 2 - 90 day DPCP will be required. A DPCP can be 
issued for any number of deer, but like aij nuisance wildlife removal permits 
is restricted by provisions in the Illinois Wildlife Code to be valid for no 
more than 90 days. 


Until recently land-managers were required (by the legal interpretation of 
the Good Samaritan Food Donor Act and an agreement between IDOC, IDOPH and 
IDOA), to have deer carcasses inspected and then processed in a state- 

licensed facility before donation to charity. Since the Good Samaritan Food 
Donor Act was recently amended (effective 1 January 1993) to allow donation 
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of field-dressed carcasses, details on handling, transportation, processing 
and inspection of the carcasses will be per guidelines approved by the 
Departments of Conservation, Public Health and Agriculture during summer-fal1 
1992. 


Within one year of DPCP expiration, or as part of a subsequent management 
proposal/DPCP application, the permittee must submit a summary/evaluation of 
the effects and/or effectiveness of the deer removal program, based upon 
stated program objectives and methods of evaluation. 


Since white-tailed deer are considered to be State property, the Forest 
Wildlife Program will need to provide a summary of the number of deer removed 
via DPCP and donated to charities to Department of Central Management 
Services. 


The role of Division personnel in deer herd reduction programs implemented 
by non-State land-managers is providing assistance and recommendations and 


- overseeing/monitoring removal activities. Division personnel may provide 


assistance in the field (e.g., serving as an observer on aerial or spotlight 
counts, assisting with vegetation measurements, etc.) as possible, but this 
does not include making arrangements for, or conducting, aerial surveys for 
the land-manager. The land-manager is responsible for making al] 
arrangements associated with proposal and summary preparation, deer 
removals, carcass disposition, and program evaluation and will be responsible 
for all costs incurred. 


ADDITIONAL DPCP SPECIFICATIONS: 


Only field-proven effective deer population control techniques will be 
approved and authorized. 


Any chemical introduced by any means into free-ranging white-tailed deer 
for the purpose of population control must be approved by the United 
States Food and Drug Administration and United States Department of 
Agriculture for use on free-ranging and/or food producing animals. 
Additionally, any such drug must have been shown, through published 
scientific research, to have no harmful effects upon predators (including 
humans) and scavengers feeding upon the flesh of an animal treated with 
said drug. 


Live capture, translocation and release of wild white-tailed deer into a 
free-ranging situation, as a method of population control, will not be 
permitted. 


Live-trapping and relocation of deer will be permitted only to not-for- 
profit zoological institutions approved by the Department and subject to 
the following conditions: 


ie Individual deer must be certified by a licensed veterinarian as 


"disease free" before translocation may occur. Specific tests 
required are based on current IDOC, IDOA and IDOPH guidelines; 
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as Translocation and handling of deer must be conducted under the 
direct supervision of a professional wildlife biologist or licensed 


veterinarian; 

ete Translocation of deer will only be allowed to zoological 
institutions having deer-proof enclosures to prevent escape into 
the wild. 

4. If deer are to be moved across state lines, permits must be obtained 


from the natural resource agency in that state; copies must be 
provided to the Forest Wildlife Program; 


ae All deer treated with drugs (e.g., immobilizing agents) and released 
into a free-ranging situation must be permanently marked in a highly 
visible manner; and 


6. Individuals actively involyed in live-trapping and translocation 
must carry a copy of the DPCP and carcass tags at all times when 
moving and handling deer. Should mortality occur during 


translocation, a carcass tag must be immediately affixed to the deer 
carcass through a rear leg. 


Live-capture and translocation of free-ranging deer to privately-owned 
commercial game breeding facilities, as a method of controlling deer 
numbers, will not be permitted. 


Live-capture and euthanasia will be permitted only if method of euthanasia 
is deemed acceptabie and/or humane by the most recent American Veterinary 
Medical Association Panel on Humane Euthanasia and does not render 
carcasses unsuitable for human consumption. 


Selective shooting by professional sharpshooters, tested and approved by 
the Department authorizing biologist, using techniques that maximize both 
human safety and humane treatment of animals will be permitted. 


Deer collected by approved lethal means must be handled (ji.e., field- 
dressed, cooled, processed and donated) per current IDOC, IDOA and IDOPH 
guidelines. Unless otherwise specified, any carcasses unsuited for human 
consumption must be disposed of via guidelines in the I]linois Dead Animal 
Disposal Act. 
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ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION Permit No. 


DEER POPULATION CONTROL PERMIT Tag No.s 

PROPERTY OWNER/MANAGER 
Agency/organization name: 
Address: 
Wey: Zip Code: 
Agency/organization contact person(s)/representative(s): 

Name: Phone number: ( ) 

Name: Phone number: ( ) 
AREA DESCRIPTION 
Legal description of property: 
Acreage: County: Type and extent of damage: 


REMOVAL, AND CARCASS DISPOSITION, SPECIFICATIONS 


The above er aae Lon ish ney granteda__—Ss——s day permit under Section 2.37 of the Illinois Wildlife Code to Va uers 


S antlerless and/or 
tlered deer causing damage (described above], This perzit is valid fron / / eae /___(dates inclusive} soil only on 
the ass owned/managed by the permittee ae described above. Unless otherwise spe cried on this permit, or r associated cover thee and/or document(s}, the 


permittee and certified sharpshooters shall adhere to the provisions of Chapter 61 of the Illinols Rev ised Statutes and Title 17 of the Illinois Administrative 


MLowlGel 


Code. 

PERMIT PROVISIONS 
1, Proposed sharpshooters must be tested and certified by Departuent of Conservation-Divis Sion of Wildiife Resources personnel. Names, addresses, phone numbers, 
and other pertinent information, of the certified sharpshooters will be maintained on file by the Authorizing Blologist. Sharpshooters aust carry a cony of 
this permit on their person et all times when collecting, transporting, and/or handling deer. 
2. Renoval shall only be by the method(s) stated on this permit. 
3. No parts or pelts of deer collected under authority of this permit may De sold, mounted, tanned, bartered, nor traded i h any manner. 
4, All deer must be tag aged (Hrouge a rear leq) immediately after killed and ne transporting. Tegs must be retained with € e carcass until it is disposed 
of or prepared for consumption. 
s. Permittee must return any unused Jeo tags along with this pernit and a complete reuoval record and carcess disposition report to the Authorizing Biologist 
within 30 davs of the expiration of this permit. A complete evaluetion of the effectiveness of the removals, authorized herein, in reducing/eliminating the 
ee ee ture. Migs ow rab Seu tor with any subsequent permit requests/nanagement proposals; 
this does not apply to a permit extension during the current renoval program. 
6. The et of Conservation reserves the right to refuse to issue additional permits to permittees who fail to implement nanacenent recommendations (as 


provided by DOC) or do not provide the required summaries. 


MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS 


I fully understand the permit provisions, specified methods of removal and carcass disposition, 
summaries required, and management recommendations, listed herein, and agree to abide by them. 
PERMITTEE/REPRESENTATIVE SIGNATURE: Usa, die ala eo. Se ot BU OR 0 Ad a le od 


FOREST WILDLIFE PROGRAM AUTHORIZING AGENT: 


Nane: Sigiitiive: medgteeta te 3 G'jarhne 
Rddress: Phone number: ( 


Copies: Original - Permittee 
Copy 1 - Authorizing Agent (Forest Wildlife Program) 
Copy 2. - Regional Law Enforcement Commander 
Copy 3. - Regional Wildlife Administrator 


19 


oh P84 yorravaseHo 30 TMAMT RATIO 218 AL IE Pay * 
z.oW ost cial JOATHOS be hess +) Gre 
iat 


© 
canta etna ccinaaae 


cea inicitticemeiicans aie —— 
a 1° sta mert late — en eee arr El 
a _— — ~ Nae siamese aecceceteeasiaea MOO at ae 
ey Lajavitsines naan 
oie ns Rl 2S eet aes } evedman gao4 caine apt 
REIS Ee Be ee ‘Jertodeue aronde\ po Den 
; r ‘ q 
ae BEE Eas aaa to word 
— oe _ <—s cert me _ eel aaa nee nine rae npeaeabeneins nearest . 


3 ‘ . Paes ' q * ; 
’ 90. 1 he | 76 t at tA Ke 8 2 aqVi ii a % Th a aed 


ee - - ” as ae —~ <i a arian hat ninllaan anginal a a) 
— pe pete + oF em a NY OPE wee ey te nh | a — a + Puan ane eli — iets ae hee Nee NE | a EA : 
SMOTTADT A992 MOTT I2O92TA 2ATWAI'S 
o ue a _ 4 
am en ~ — Ans ~— ——_ - —— _— 9 ls AEs 6 armen eal 
- ere ee hear age Ae hee oo ee = che tt te ER aa 
opis og abo® WELIVEDR Si0ah TT Se TE Ths Ra Tee tory ca) Be OY wind 2, So2e 
; i een sieeaetn) Seem SOT, 6a F “ies raat OL pene rseab) apensh goose 
dont tangy Habeizones I ,fieIey alet AD De iogee tases os paula .ortde Bagh pee Dae sacitong act et oag 
iis wii gotutagt Mearat alanic it eas oc 7h ied ee shocesyond gis eae Leja! a : 
oMKI2ZIVvORT TIMASS é ie 
anv ag aactyoans sti TRLR fe noletyte-apLimeramee) 20 caer bei totyes Dee Se bees? ft s 
06 aitolock gat 43 od eit on basteds Ue ad [Le emtnalegde Rey ae: apisest 
wap selfbnay TASS DLT IOT MS GRE ene e eas Liga io 
tin as og beige {ajbotzen: sa? ei ii in 
o , 1k dy sible 5 age eps! TT ese ied we , ae oF a ne 3 ‘es a eel" beat phe “n hetaig t | mes % “oy 
Teg YG Th Wea ad Te (en re} OST .gc8d SO Rie gay Glee oe ra: fe weed bay et 
viens ooayagy auld thw bondatet od tous agFl Queers griad tea 8c Whee eins “bom {sod Seet.6 03 a) oe 


, ‘ hai Lil wll mene ' ” y yee re ae } sla w Tes bay 7 oaipyaten al ee ne ; Rae a =) 
eee a Wh Bee See ical pea th a ae gabe a TS Le x ae: Mae Rig phe alle eleant uate bis. ies eet al. Bc * 284 is ‘ a ae 
, : é e rie a dette ede he Pry ears *) , amyl { > th 4% Sn sabi ' 

: at ee , LSTA Be. Lew ers.) line tae ay SHOT ave 2 ay eee soe a ie iG A am par ies me 
a ees ay eee §" avis wae 4etg to Shree alt? Wesel obs ot Bo “toe Jace! j he asd 16tae cab besslaye 

“see AE ae ae HNtpate Atht py e™ | #e Hbcomet BS i" ead a ne ee | » i egy aie : , Me , 
| j | See ART eT Ria RELA toiananas Suda Or: 
sepenet “negeonee topea lanl up Lis] be Retld.hi9g Yeo cpg tema hely aveg) 2 pactet a SCRAT Sad eo778a8'%, | Brroonshe 
: ‘ : ; 

zal jeu seitupal #2 neem 108, end 


# rs 


_2nOKT AaVEMMOER “rita 


li tn yt elgg toler alii qr eet al neem He 


{ 
aa arta ellis lle i timer ar _ a es alee amore iin 


witizomeh 2anotss fmm Iavoaryt To eb sal tos bettizome anbiaivomy arg oa 1 
aot vd abids at serge Des nto ved hoazal , naciaabonaitiados a 


hipaentecdatiintnen asi dealt ie \ = 
i a 


en vo 


awl 


> Ree i uae ae Tee ; 
ae PE 


APPENDIX C 


SHARPSHOOTER CERTIFICATION/TESTING PROCEDURES 


In order to insure human safety and humane euthanasia, agencies implementing deer 
herd reduction/control programs using professional sharpshooters must make 
arrangements to have the individuals, proposed as sharpshooters, tested/certified 
annually by appropriate Illinois Department of Conservation (IDOC)-Division of 
Wildlife Resources (DWR) personnel. ALL other aspects of these programs (e.g., 
shooting/bait sites, meat processing facilities, carcass inspectors, charities 
to receive processed venison, etc.) must be approved by the IDOC-DWR authorizing 
biologist and the Forest Wildlife Project. The sharpshooter certification 
process entails essentially 3 steps, listed in detail below: 


1) Application: proposed sharpshooters must complete pertinent sections 
(highlighted) of a standard "Marksmanship Certification" form (attached). 
Applicants are permitted to use the back of the form or an additional 
sheet of paper if they require additional space for listing experience. 
The latter section should be filled out as completely as possible by the 
applicant since experience is of great importance when evaluating the 
qualifications of the applicant. Experience that should be listed 
includes: firearm or hunter safety courses taken or taught by applicant, 
shooting clinics or competitions, training in use of firearms during 
military or poiice service, other marksmanship tests taken, type (and 
number of years) of hunting experience, etc. Applicant should indicate 
date, or age at the time, of completing hunter safety course, shooting 
competition, etc. 


2) Shooting Proficiency Test: The proficiency test is designed to insure 
that the proposed sharpshooter can consistently, accuravely, and precisely 
hit a target similar in size to the one he/she will see in the field. 
This test is administered at a 50 yard outdoor range. Applicants are 
allowed to use a bench rest since this simulates field conditions; 
unfortunately use of a public range for the test precludes shooting from 
an elevated position or at night with a spotlight which are also field 
conditions. The applicant must use the firearm and ammunition that 
he/she will be using in the field during the removal program. All 
firearms must have telescopic sights (i.e., scopes). The type of weapon 
to be used dictates the target size to be used for the test, number of 
shots to be taken, and acceptable score: 


a) For all rifles, the test target is the "National Rifle Association 
(NPA) official 50-yard small bore rifle target" with 5 bullseyes. 
On the official test target which the applicant has signed and 
dated prior to attaching to the target backstops/holders, the 
applicant will discharge one round at each bullseye for a total of 
SeonO Ls ee GOGCONL CI Wem iw eSi lee lor cals) selec: cuLOTT Tor 
Centimicatione 1S eto OULmOT a pOoSsiblertotal of «50 -points; -the 
applicant must consistently place all shots within the "9-ring" 
which has a diameter of approximately 1.9 inches. 
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b) As of the winter of 1992-93, for rimfire rifles =.22 magnum caliber, 


alt *cyiterravein’ “alwabove fapply except: the” point. cutoff for 
certification will be 46 out of 5@ points possible. 


Ss} For 1 2-20 gauge shotguns with slugs, the target used for 
proficiency testing is the "NRA official 5@-yard slow fire pistol 
target" with one bullseye. The applicant will discharge 3 rounds at 
the single bullseye. CULOLIIMLOD Cer errication 16° 2/7 "out of a 
possible 3@ points; the applicant must be able to group three shots 
within a circle of 5.5 inches in diameter. 


There is no time limit on the shooting proficiency test but the applicant 
is allowed only one attempt to certify per winter/removal season. For 
example, the agency or organization implementing the deer management 
program must inform the IDOC of potential sharpshooters to be tested. 
Next the shooting proficiency test will be administered by the IDOC no 
greater than 45 days prior to the proposed date for initiation/implement- 
ation of the management program. The potential sharpshooters are allowed 
one attempt to qualify, and if unable to do so, they cannot be retested 
until the following year. 


Potential sharpshooters are expected to familiarize themselves with, and 
to follow, all rules of the firearm range used for the proficiency test. 
The applicant’s knowledge of his/her firearm and ability to safely handle 
a firearm will be evaluated during the proficiency test. 


Oral Interview: potential/proposed sharpshooters will participate in an 
oral interview before, at the time of, or after, the shooting proficiency 
test; the interview will be conducted in person or via telephone. The 
number and types cf questions are dictated by previous knowledge of, and 
familiarity with, the sharpshooter and his/her abilities, prior shooting 
and/or hunting (especially deer) experience, firearm training, previous 
participation in deér management programs as a sharpshooter, etc. The 
oral interview allows IDOC personnel to: clarify any unclear or vague 
information listed on Marksmanship Certification form (e.g., experience); 
assess the applicant’s knowledge of deer anatomy, biology, and behavior; 
assess the individual’s motivation for wanting to be a sharpshooter; 
evaluate the applicant’s knowledge of the proposed deer management program 
and program priorities; develop an initial impression of the individual’s 
attitude toward the program, cooperativeness, and commitment to insuring 
human safety and program success. 


Additional Requirements: 


1) 


2) 


Must be = 18 years of age. 


If a resident of Illinois, must possess a valid FOID card and hunting 
privileges must not have been revoked. 


If convicted of any violent felony or Wildlife Code violation, must have 
had FOID card and hunting privileges reinstated. 


If not a resident of Illinois, cannot have been convicted for any felony 
or Game Code violations. 
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NOTE: Although a sharpshooter candidate may initially be certified/approved by 
the IDOC after fulfilling the above requirements, tests, and interviews, his/her 
certification as a sharpshooter is tentative and is continually evaluated (by the 
IDOC and the agency implementing the deer management program) during the course 
of the program. Any disregard for human safety, incidence of a high deer 
wounding rate, uncooperativeness or poor attitude, and/or other problems will 
result in the immediate revocation of the individual’s certification as a 
sharpshooter. 
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APPENDIX D 
SUMMARY OF DEER POPULATION CONTROL/DAMAGE ABATEMENT TECHNIQUES 
A) Nonlethal Population Control 


1) Passive/nonintervention: in other words, "let Nature take its course" with 
the hope that excess deer numbers and associated damage are due to a temporary 
disturbance/distribution of deer and/or that deer numbers will become self- 
limiting. 


PRO’s: Although this constitutes conscious inaction or avoidance, it is very 
acceptable to some segments of the urban/suburban public; inexpensive to 
implement although subsequent deer-related damage may entail considerable 
financial loss by landowners, farmers, nurserymen, or orchardists and/or 
irreversible damage to native ecosystems. 


CON’s: Although deer numbers may be limited during the winter by availability 
of refugia (and associated food and cover) in rural areas, agricultural crops 
would be decimated during the growing season. On natural areas, native plant and 
animal species diversity would be greatly reduced long before deer numbers became 
self-limiting. Concisely, this means allowing deer numbers to increase to the 


point where mortality due to starvation/malnutrition and dispersal offset 
reproduction. 


EXAMPLES: Boulder, CO and to date, the National Park Service. 


2) Habitat modification: a) restoration of native vegetation/food supply on 
degraded natural areas (via planting, seeding, fertilizing, prescribed burning, 
removal of competing exotic/introduced plant species, etc.), b) provide 
plantings specificaily as deer food (which essentially equates to supplemental 
feeding), and c) the other end of the spectrum, removal or reduction of 
available deer habitat (Brush and Ehrenfeld 1990). 


PRO’s: a) acceptable to some segments of public as well as ecologists involved 
in ecosystem enhancement/restoration, b) supplemental feeding is supported by 
individuals opposing lethal removals; may divert attention of deer from crops or 
desirable species, and c) reduces number of deer on site as they are forced to 
disperse/forage elsewhere. 


CON’s: a) involves commitment of considerable funds and labor and may be futile 
if deer numbers are high; new plants will be eaten as soon as they sprout or are 
planted, b) providing additional food for deer will maintain the animais in 
better (reproductive) condition, which in turn leads to more deer in subsequent 
years; this technique may actively "draw" deer into the area, c) causing deer 
to disperse by reducing the suitability of their habitat would essentially chase 
the problem onto adjacent properties. Habitat modification techniques alone will 
not deter deer damage over time but in es0sunes ia with a herd reduction and 
maintenance program would be beneficial. 
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3) Supplemental (or intercept) feeding: providing food for deer in attempts to 
satiate them or divert them from crops, nurseries, ornamental plantings, roads, 
etc: 


PRO’s: Highly acceptable to some; may temporarily achieve reduction of deer 
damage. A research study (Wood and Wolfe 1988) in Utah during 1985-86 indicated 
that deer-vehicle collisions may be temporarily reduced by "short-stopping" deer 
with supplemental food (i.e., intercept feeding), but the researchers concluded 
that this technique was not feasible as a long-term alternative. 


CON’s: Briefly discussed under habitat modification above; since food is a 
limiting factor in unhunted, or under-hunted, areas, putting out additional food 
allows more animals to survive through the winter than the normal forage 
available would allow; feeding would have to be continued indefinitely in order 
to support the artificially high population of healthier, highly reproductive 
animals. Studies have shown that deer will continue to utilize other available 
food sources even when supplementally fed--damage may be reduced_but not 
eliminated--as feeding stations are used by dominant animals at the exclusion of 
subordinates (Schmitz 1990). Feeding may concentrate animals which can hasten 
the spread of any disease or parasite; feeding may actively draw deer across 
roadways which raises concerns for human safety. A quick change ina deer’s diet 
(e.g., high carbohydrate supplemental foods during a severe winter) can be more 
detrimental than beneficial; lactic acidosis, rumenitis, rumen impaction, and 
even death may result (Wobeser and Runge 1975, Verme and Ullrey 1984). 


4) Live capture and translocation: deer are captured via box traps, corral 
traps, drive nets, drop nets, rocket nets, remote chemica | 
immobilization/darting, etc. and moved to suitable release site. 


PRO’s: Highly acceptable to the public and quite often first alternative 
advocated by those opposing lethal techniques. According to the latter 
individuals, this technique provides individual animals with a chance for 
survival. Initially, deer at high densities can be easily baited into capture 
sites and numerous animals can be caught. Some animals do survive 
capture/trans location and remain on (or near if ina free-ranging or free-release ~ 
Situation) the release site. 


CON’ss> Numerous variations of this technique have been used in the past and 
nationwide (Jones and Witham 1990). Mortality tends to be high (>50%) among deer 
trans located jrom high density herds; mortality factors among urban/suburban deer 
free-released in rural areas include stress associated with handling during 
capture and translocation (i.e., capture myopathy or exertional rhabdomyolysis), 
deer-vehicle accidents (translocated deer are initially ignorant of location of 
roadways at release site), and hunter harvest (deer from unhunted urban areas 
have generally habituated to the presence of humans). Costs are high, but tend 
to be site-and program-specific and can range roughly anywhere from $200 - $1400 
per deer moved. As deer numbers are reduced and/or deer become wary of 
capture/bait stations, trapping success declines markedly and attaining desired 
herd reductions becomes impractical, if not impossible; one is hard-pressed to 
find a deer management program where herd reduction objectives were achieved by 
translocation alone. With the widespread distribution and increasing numbers of 
whitetails throughout Illinois and the Midwest, the potential impacts (e.g., 
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spread of disease or parasites, competition for available resources) upon 
resident deer at the release site must be considered. These factors have led to 
current Department of Conservation guidelines which restrict translocation of 
free-ranging "urban" whitetails to not-for-profit zoological institutions. 


EXAMPLES (of local translocation programs): Busse Woods, Cook County Forest 
Preserve District, near Elk Grove Village, IL; Ryerson Conservation Area, Lake 
County Forest Preserve District, near Lincolnshire, IL; Schlitz Audubon Center, 
Milwaukee, WI; Village of River Hills, WI; University of Wisconsin-Madison 
Arboretum, Madison, WI; University of Indiana/Purdue campus, Fort Wayne, IN. 


5) Reproductive intervention: techniques suggested/attempted range from 
mechanical/surgical sterilization (performing vasectomies on bucks and 
ovariectomies/tubal ligations on does; e.g., Matschke 1976) to chemical 
reproductive inhibitors (e.g., melengestro] acetate, MGA, or diethylstilbestrol, 
DES) administered via treated bait/food, injection, darting, or surgical implants 
(Bell and Peterle 1975, Botti 1985, Matschke 1977 & 1980, Roughton 1979). More 
recently, attention has focused on immunocontraceptives delivered via darts; a 
porcine zonae pellucidae (PZP) vaccine, administered via a series of 2-3 
injections (darts), successfully inhibited foaling by semi-tame horses on 
Assateague Island National Seashore in Maryland (Kirkpatrick et al 1990) and 
apparently shows promise for use on captive whitetails. Ina slightly different 
vein, Columbus Metro Parks used prostaglandin, which causes abortion of fetuses, 
to stabilize deer numbers on a 762 acre city park and evaluated the technique 
over 3 years: 1989-1992 (Stanley and Jones, no date); they are currently looking 
into alternative population reduction techniques. 


PRO‘s: Popular among individuals opposing any lethal means of 
controlling/reducing deer numbers. Unlike other techniques listed thus far, 
sterilization eliminates the treated individual from the “reproductive pool" for 
a period of years, thereby reducing overall reproductive potential of a localized 
herd and reducing the rate of herd growth. 


CON’s: (McCullough 1988) a) steroidal contraceptives (e.g., MGA and DES) are 
effective in preventing pregnancy, and surgical implants may be effective for 5-7 
years. Such implants require the live capture and handling of each individual 
(specifically females) to be treated; therefore, this technique falls under the 
Same-constraints as live capture and translocation in that herd reduction goals 
would be, at best, very difficult to achieve due to the law of diminishing 
returns. Additionally, the persistence of these steroid compounds in the deer’s 
body and the potential impact upon animals (including humans) ingesting a treated 
carcass are of concern, b) administering any chemical via treated bait/food is 
totally unacceptable due to risks to "non-target" species and the inability to 
control dosage received by the "target" species, c) use of immunocontraceptives 
is still very much in the research stage which precludes their use upon free- 
ranging, wild whitetails as population control technique at this time, d) the 
questions remain as to whether enough animals can be treated/captured to offset 
reproduction, how long will herd reduction via natural attrition take even if 
enough animals can be treated, and whether U.S. Food and Drug Administration 


approval for use of these experimental drugs on free-ranging wild animals can be 
obtained. 
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Additionally, in the study of immunocontraceptives on semi-tame horses in 
Maryland, 3 horses were eliminated from evaluations because they became too wary 
to be darted a second time. The PZP vaccine was effective in preventing 
pregnancies for 1-2 years which means that female whitetails that can live >6.5 
years on the average in unhunted refuges (Nixon et al 1991) would have to be 
darted several times during their lifetime. Current research has focused on 
microencapsulation of the PZP compound and development of a "one-dart dose". 


6) Driving deer from impacted area: 


PRO’s: May quickly, and relatively inexpensively (especially if large numbers 
of volunteers are available) alleviate localized problem of excessive deer 
numbers. This technique was used to control deer numbers in an enclosure in 
Virginia (Wemmer and Stuwe 1985). 


CON’s: Probably feasible in small enclosures only; not a viable alternative for 
reducing numbers of free-ranging deer due to concerns for human safety if deer 
are accidently driven across roadways, inability to drive deer especially in 
certain vegetation cover types (ji.e., brushy areas), and the fact that the deer 


"problem" is just being pushed elsewhere and can return if not immediately fenced 
Out: 


B) Nonliethal Damage Abatement (see Appendix A): 


1) Repellents and Deterrents: this rather broad category includes a) 
commercial and home remedy olfactory and taste repellents (listed below) that 
must be applied regularly to protect individual plants or crops (Andelt et al 
1991, PA Coop. Ext. Serv. 1985, Harris et al 1983, Hygnstrom and Craven 1988, 
Palmer et al 1983), b) auditory scare devices such as 12 gauge shell crackers, 
propane cannons/exploders, clappers, and other noise-makers, c) visual scare 
devices such as scarecrows or flashing lights, d) rubber deterrent ammunition, 
which is designed to inflict pain (but not kill or injure), used in conjunction 
with an auditory deterrent, e) dogs, f) reflectors along roadways, which form 
an optical barrier along the roadside when struck by car headlights, to reduce 
deer-vehicle accidents (DVA’s), and g) high frequency "deer whistles" mounted 
on vehicles to prevent DVA’s. 
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COMMERCIAL HOME REMEDY 

Anipel Tablets (taste - patent pending) Bars of soap 

Deer Away/Big Game Repellent (odor & taste) Blood meal 

Hinder (odor repellent) — Bone meal 

Magic Circle Deer Repellent (odor) Feather meal 

Miller Hot Sauce (taste repellent) Milorganite 

Ro-pel (taste repellent) Moth balls 

Thiram (taste repellent)-sold under Predator feces or urine 
several different brand names Rotten eags or mixture of 


whole eqgs(>20%) in water 
Tankage (putrefied meat 
3 scraps) - 


PRO’s: a) repellents may be cost-effective in controlling deer browsing damage 
to ornamental] plants, gardens, nursery and orchard stock, and specialty crops 
(Swihart and Conover 1990, Conover 1987) especially if used in combination with 
other damage abatement techniques. Additionally, they can be used during that 
time of year when damage occurs thereby precluding damage abatement costs during 
certain times of the year, b-e) auditory and visual scare devices if used 
continuously at the first sign of deer damage may prevent deer from establishing 
a travel pattern to the area to be protected and divert them to other available 
food sources, f-g) evidence on the effectiveness of Swareflex reflectors and 
Bosch "dancing light" mirrors along roadways, lighting of roadways, and deer 
whistles mounted on vehicles in preventing DVA’s appears somewhat anecdotal; many 
variables can cause changes in deer-vehicle accident patterns which confounds 
results of research projects attempting to evaluate the effectiveness of these 
deterrents. However, summaries of the use of Swareflex reflectors indicate 
reductions in the number of DVA’s along major highways (Ingebrigtsen and Ludwig 
1986, Schafer and Penland 1985, Schellhaass-no date). 


CON’s: Effectiveness of repellents and deterrents is highly contingent upon deer 
densities, travel and feeding patterns, availability of other foods, and other 
damagé abatement techniques being used. Commercial repellents can be quite 
costly (e.g., an 8-ounce container of Big Game Repellent powder sells locally for 
around $15; this quantity will reportedly cover <250 conifer seedlings or <37 4 
ft. high ornamental shrubs), must be applied prior to anticipated deer damage and 
deer establishing travel patterns to the plants/crops to be protected, and must 
be reapplied throughout growing season (i.e., new sprouts will essentially 
outgrow the "protection" of repellent already applied) and after heavy rainfall. 
Additionally, use of repellents alone in an area with large numbers of deer, 
limited natural foods, and established deer travel lanes may be futile; if 
alternate food sources are not available deer will eat what is available 
regardless of smell/taste. Additionally, taste/contact repellents are probably 
ineffective in preventing antler-rubbing damage; olfactory/area repellents may 
have some preventative impact if applied during the fall. 
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White-tailed deer are very adaptable creatures and habituate very quickly to 
manmade disturbances/noises (thus their success in urban-suburban areas); 
therefore, auditory or visual deterrents are of limited long-term effectiveness. 
Deterrents may temporarily cause deer to avoid a given area, especially if they 
are used prior to deer establishing travel lanes to the area, are set to go off 
at irregular intervals, and are moved to a new location from time to time. The 
"jury is still out" (as research continues) on the short- and long-term 
effectiveness of reflectors/mirrors along highways and high frequency whistles 
on cars in preventing/reducing DVA’s. 


2) Exclusion: includes electric and nonelectric fences, netting, cages or 
cylingers around individual plants. Types of electric, as well as nonelectric, 
fences varying considerably (see Byrme 1989, Ellingwood et al 1985, Ellingwood 
and McAninch 1984, Hygnstrom and Craven 1988, Palmer et al 1985, Porter 1983, 
Myers and Muller 1990, Tierson 1969, Wegner 1984). Nonelectric perimeter fences 
have to be >8 ft. high with no gaps under, or through the fence, to be considered 
"deerproof"; however, fences as low as 4 ft. around small garden plots can be 
very effective. 3 = 


Electric fences range from multiple strands of high tensile wire mounted on 
vertical or slanted posts (Selder and McAninch 1987) to a single strand of "hot 
tape" (also called Visible Grazing System (YES), Turbo Tape, Poly Tape) erected 
on fiberglass or plastic poles seasonally/temporarily prior to anticipated 
damage. Accordingly, types of electric fence chargers vary to meet various fence 
applications; solar-charged 12-volt units are available for permanent fences or 
remote areas, regular i2z-volt or 110-volt units are available, and small 
temporary units powered by 6 D-cell batteries (and generating up to 7400 volts) 
are sold commercially. Types of netting or fencing to protect individual plants 
or small gardens are too numerous to describe completely herein. Studies have 
also been conducted on fencing to deter deer-vehicle accidents (Bashore and 
Bellis 1982, Falk et al 1978, Ludwing and Bremicker 1981). 


PRO's: Probably the most effective nonlethal means of reducing, if not 
eliminating, deer damage and very cost effective if used to. protect 
rare/endangered plants, expensive ornamentals, nurseries and orchards, or 
specialty crops. Fences can be designed to deter multiple "nuisance" species 
simultaneously; selection of fence type (and cost) can be suited to site-specific 
conditions. . 


CON’s: Costs for purchase, construction, and maintenance probably preclude 
exclusion as a means of reducing damage on large areas (especially if a fence 
would block established deer travel lanes), agricultural/row crops, or natural 
areas. In any case, a cost:benefit analysis by the landowner would be advisable. 
This technique does not address a local or regional problem of excessive deer 
numbers and essentially fences deer onto adjacent properties. 


3) Utilize plant species avoided/not browsed by deer: probably most applicable 
for the selection of ornamentals by homeowners. Residential areas in, or 
adjacent to, deer habitat (e.g., woods and/or vegetated travel lanes such as 
waterways, utility or railroad rights-of-way) can essentially become part of the 
deer’s habitat. The adaptable nature of deer, the presence of very palatable 
plants throughout the year, and the degradation of adjacent natural areas or 
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decrease in availability of plants that deer normally browse, leads to 
habituation to using ornamentals and establishment of travel lanes by deer. 
Several lists of plants preferred and avoided by deer have been published 
(Conover and Kania 1988, Cox-no date, Cummings et al 1963, Feeney 1946, Matthews 
and Glasgow 1981); such a list has been compiled for northeastern I1]linois 
(Appendix E). However, white-tailed deer are very selective feeders and tend to 
browse the most nutritious plants (or stages and parts of plants). Whether a 
plant is palatable to, or preferred by, deer is dictated in part by nutrient 
content (which in turn is dictated by soil parameters), availability of this 
plant, and availability of other food sources. Therefore, the same plant species 
may be more heavily browsed in one area than another. 


PRO’s: By not providing a steady food source for deer, travel routes to the 
property may not develop as deer forage elsewhere for more palatable plants. 


CON’s: In areas of high deer densities, especially those with the loss or 
degradation of normal browse species, probab ly very few plants are immune from 
being browsed/damaged by hungry deer. ~ + 


C) Lethal Population Reduction 


1) Hunting: This is the legal harvest of deer under season constraints and 
harvest quotas established by the Illinois Department of Conservation via the 
Administrative Rule process. Deer hunting in Illinois was first cpened in 1957 
jin 33 counties. By 1975, firearm hunting for deer was allowed in all counties 
except 4 in northeastern Illinois (i.e., Cook, DuPage, Kane, and Lake); all 102 
counties are open to archery hunting for deer. 


PRO’s: Very popular among certain segments of the public. Realistically, this 
is the only means of effectively controiling deer numbers over large areas. 
Harvest strategies are flexible and can be altered to reduce, maintain, or 
increase deer numbers on a regionai (e.g., county), or a very localized (e.g., 
nature preserve and State parks), basis. Strictly regulated and closely 
monitored hunting programs have been used very successfully nationwide in 
controlling/reducing deer numbers and thereby reducing associated damage, even 
in metropolitan areas. 


CON’s:= Opposed by certain segments of the public (e.g., Heintzelman 1988); 
hunting may not be practical in some urban or suburban areas primarily due to 
concerns for human safety (e.g., proximity of residences or roadways), but also 
potential conflicts with other park/preserve users. The unwillingness of some 
hunters to harvest females/does hinders attempts of wildlife managers to control 
herd growth and stabilize numbers at a level precluding extensive damage to 
natural and planted vegetation alike. 


EXAMPLES (of huntin roarams to control localized deer herds): 


Locally = Rock Cut State Park, Rockford, IL; Nationwide = Yale-Myers forest in 
NE Connecticut; Crane Beach Memorial Reservation, Ipswich, Massachusetts; Carey 
Arboretum/New York Botanical Garden, Millbrook, New York; West Point Military 
Academy, West Point, New York; Minnesota Valley National Wildlife Refuge, 
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adjacent Fort Snelling State Park, and adjacent county parks, Minneapolis-St. 
Paul, Minnesota. 


2) Selective removal by sharpshooters: This technique uses certified marksmen 
to remove a specified number of deer from an area with emphasis placed on the 
removal of females/does in order to reduce the reproductive capacity and growth 
rate of a localized deer herd. Sharpshooting, alone or in conjunction with other 
techniques (e.g., closely regulated hunter harvest), has been used successfully 
to control/reduce deer numbers on several sites nationwide and in northern 
Te. ano" Sk Current Illinois Department of Conservation guidelines. on 
sharpshooting by land managing agencies (e€.g., county forest preserve districts, 
arboretae, villages) place paramount importance on insuring human safety and 
humane treatment of animals and specify that deer carcasses be inspected, 
processed, and donated to not-for-profit charitable organizations. 


PRO’s: Seems to be acceptable to most members of the public, yet some oppose any 
lethal method of reducing deer numbers. This technique can be geared to achieve 
site-specific deer management goals due to the greater ability to remove ‘a 
specific number, and sex or age class, of deer. Sharpshooting can be, and has 
been, used very safely and effectively in suburban/urban areas were hunting is 
not allowed, practical, or acceptable. 


CON’s: Due to costs (e.g., bait, elevated blinds, spotlights, sharpshooters, if 
hired from outside, and particularly carcass processing costs) and the labor- 
intensive effort required, sharpshooting is best suited for controlling deer 
numbers on small, localized/well-defined areas; this technique is not suitable 
for reducing or maintaining deer numbers on a large scale, such as a county-wide 
basis. Deer are "baited" in to safe shooting sites to insure human safety. In 
this respect, removal rates via sharpshooting are under constraints somewhat 
similar to those for live capture in that deer become more difficult to bait to 
a site as their numbers decrease and those that remain become more wary. 
However, this problem can be partially overcome by establishing bait sites in new 
locations; deer may be baited to shooting sites more readily because the animals 
do not have to enter a box or corral nor feed next to a strange object such as 
a rocket net. 


Examples in Illinois include: Busse Woods Nature Preserve and Forest Preserve, 
Cook--Gounty Forest Preserve District, near Elk Grove Village where high deer 
numbers were reduced to, and then maintained at, </ deer per square kilometer for 
the past 7 years in order for native vegetation recovery and regeneration; 
Chicago-O’Hare International Airport, Ryerson Conservation Area/Nature Preserve, 
Lake County Forest Preserve District near Lincolnshire; Chicago Botanic Gardens 
in Glencoe; Morton Arboretum in Lisle; and Rock Cut State Park in Rockford. In 
the latter case, sharpshooting followed a 39-day archery hunt. 


3) Live capture and euthanization: In this case, deer are humanely euthanized 
per the 1986 Report of the American Veterinary Medical Association on Euthanasia 
(currently being revised); in Illinois, methods of euthanasia are further 
restricted to those that would allow the carcasses to be processed and donated 
to charities for human consumption. 
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PRO’s: In areas with large numbers of deer, especially those areas where deer 
have degraded/depleted their native foods, numerous deer can be removed in a 
relatively short period of time (e.g., during February-May 1989, 18 of 27 (67%) 
deer-box-trapped at Ryerson Conservation Area in Lake County were captured during 
the first 15 days of trapping). Additionally, this technique allows great 
specificity in the sex and age of animals collected. 


CON’s: Constraints described earlier for live capture and translocation apply 
to this technique; animals must be baited to a site, captured via nets or traps, 
and handled one at a time. Therefore, as deer numbers decrease and the animals 
become wary, trapping success drops off rapidly. Using this technique alone, 
managers may not be able to capture enough animals at lower herd densities to 
attain reduction program objectives. Cost is also an important consideration. 
Although deer are not translocated, personnel] are required to bait daily, remove 
deer from traps, field-dress carcasses, and transport them to a meat processing 
facility. Carcass processing costs in NE Illinois range from $45-$60 per deer. 


4) Biological control by introducing predator or pathogen: Herd control would 
be attempted by introducing a natural and effective predator of deer (e.g., 
wolves or mountain lions) or a disease or parasite into areas of high deer 
densities. 


PRO“s: Reintroduction of an endemic predator species to parts of its former 
range. Costs and human intervention would be minimal after initia! introduction 
of predator or pathogen. 


CON’s: In manmade and human-dominated environments (urban/suburban and intensive 
agricultural areas alike), lack of suitable habitat and lack of exclusive 
selectivity for the target species (deer) by the predator eliminates this 
technique from consideration. Predators may find unprotected livestock and/or 
family pets to be more easily caught and killed than the species that they were 
imported to control. Additionally, large carnivores have very large home ranges 
that would not be accommodated in most areas, other than large national parks or 
wilderness areas; this leads to predators dispersing into other areas and/or 
being killed on roadways. Introduction of a disease or parasite is similarly not 
a realistic option; lack of species specificity (other nontarget species such as 
domestic livestock may be affected) and absence of any control on the number and 
types--of animals that are infected definitely rule out this method. 


5) Poisoning: Although not considered to be a realistic or viable option due 
to concerns for human safety, potential impacts upon nontarget species, and lack 
of control over the number of animals affected, this technique is listed here as 
an example of the other extreme (opposite of "let Nature take its course") of the 
spectrum of methods for controlling deer numbers. 


D) Lethal Damage Abatement 


Although lethal damage abatement techniques are essentially the same methods as 
1 & 2 above, the focus, in this case, is on the removal of specific problem 
animals that have habituated to using specific area, crop, or plant on individual 
private properties. In 1991, the Illinois Department of Conservation liberalized 
the annual harvest of white-tailed deer (on a county-by-county basis) statewide 
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to address concerns expressed by several landowner associations. Specifically, 
landowners with =40 acres could obtain more deer hunting permits free-of-charge, 
hunters could legally harvest more deer than in the past, types and lengths of 
hunting seasons were modified, and permits issued and county harvest quotas 
reflected the need to harvest a greater proportion of females/does in order to 
slow, or stop, herd growth in some areas of the State. Additionally, the 
nuisance Deer Removal Permit (DRP) system was liberalized such that landowners 
could remove numerous "nuisance" deer from their property in attempts to reduce 
deer browsing or antler-rubbing damage; a site-evaluation to confirm/document the 
extent and distribution of reported deer damage, conducted by department 
personnel, is prerequisite to issuance of a DRP. 


eeruntang: 


PRO’s: Constitutes a relatively quick and efficient means of removing a desired 
number and sex(es) of deer specified by the landowner with minimal cost to the 
latter. Contacting the local hunt clubs, sportsmen clubs, or shooting ranges 
would generally put the landowner in touch with several hunters willing to hunt 
his/her property. Landowners often fear the responsibility for any accidental 
injuries that hunters might sustain while on his/her property; however, the 
Recreational Use of Land and Water Areas Act (Illinois Revised Statutes, Chapter 
70), revised in 1987, limits landowner liability for accidents/injuries to 
hunters allowed access to the property, even if hunters make contributions to the 
landowner "for the purposes of properly conserving the land". 


CON’s: If adjacent properties are not hunted and provide refuge for deer, 
hunting may not remove enough animals to provide relief from deer damage. In 
this case, the landowner should promote hunting not only on his/her property but 
also by neighbors. The legal hunting season is during the fall-winter only; 
hunting would not be an option for removing "nuisance" deer causing damage at 
other times of the year. Hunting may not be possible in some areas due to 
proximity of residences or roadways or due to property being within incorporated 
boundaries of a municipality with ordinances against the discharge of firearms. 


2) Removal of "nuisance" deer under authority of a Deer Removal Permit outside 
the regular firearm deer hunting season: 


PRO’s** Allows the landowner (or other specified shooter) to remove animals 
actually causing damage. To this end, DRP’s are generally issued for antlerless 
deer but this restriction can be waived if damage is due to antler-rubbing. If 
used as part of a multiple abatement technique approach (e.g., hunting allowed 
plus electric fence around critical crops/areas and/or repellents on important 
plants plus removals under a DRP as a last resort), selective shooting can 
complete the reduction, if not elimination, of deer-related damage. 


CON’s: Selective shooting requires considerable effort by the landowner (or 
specified shooter); the latter must be prepared to collect deer when they are 
present and to process carcasses. Selective removals from one landowner’s 
property alone will not address the issue of damage abatement if the problem is 
one of a regional overabundance of deer. If deer numbers on adjacent properties 
are not controlled via hunting or other means (i.e., adjacent properties serve 
as refuges for deer), then the landowner may be faced with trying to remove 
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nuisance deer throughout the year (dependent upon the crop and type of damage) 
and every year. Issuance of DRP’s for properties within incorporated municipal 
boundaries may not be possible. If ordinances preclude the discharge of a 
firearm, the landowner must rely on repellents, deterrents, and/or fences to 
prevent damage, and/or selective removal of "nuisance" deer by the municipality 


(or representatives thereof) under authority of DPCPs issued to the village, 
TOWNS OM. Git we 
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Appendix E: Ornamental plants documented as being damaged by white-tailed 
deer in NE Illinois. 


1) PLANTS BROWSED BY DEER: 


a) Trees (while in deer’s reach): 


Acer circinatum (Vine Maple), A arandisentatum (Big-toothed Maple), 

A. macrophyllum (Big leaf Maple), opalus (var. obtusatum) (Italian Maple), 
A. platanoides (Norway Maple), ag “rubrum (Red Maple), A. saccharinum (Silver 
Maple), A. saccharum (Sugar Maple), and A. tataricum (Tartarian Maple) 

Aesculus sp. (Buckeye) 

Alnus spp. (Alders) including A. incana (’Pendula’- Speckled Alder), 

A. qglutinosa, A. japonica (Japanese Alder), and A. viridis (Green Alder) 

Betula sp. (Birch) 

Broussonetia papyrifera (Paper Mulberry) . = 

Carpinus betulus (European Hornbeam) and C. cordata (Heartleaf Hornbeam) 

Carya cordiformis (Bitternut Hickory) 

Cercocarpus ledifolius (Curly-leaved Mountain Mahogany) and C. montanus 
(Colorado Mountain Mahogany) 

Cornus drummondii (Rough-leaved Dogwood) 

Crataegus spp. (Hawthorns) including C. coccinea (Scarlet Hawthorn), 

C. pruinosa var. brachypoda (Frosted Hawthorn), and C. viridis (Green 
Hawthorn) 

Fagus spp. (Beeches) 

Fraxinus pennsylvanica (Red Ash) 

Laburnum anagyroides var. alschingeri (Golden Chain Tree) 

Malus spp. (apples and Racer including Maius baccata (var. 
mandshurica)(Siberian Crab), M.. coronaria var dasycalyx) (Wild. Sweet Crab) 
and M. jioensis (Iowa Crab) 

Nyssa sylvatica (Black or Sour Gum) 

Pinus mugo (Swiss Mountain Pine) 

Populus spp. (Poplars, Cottonwoods, Aspens, etc.) 

Prunus spp. (Cherries, Plums, Peach, etc.) including P. americana (Wild Plum), 
P. x cistena (Purpleleaf Sand Cherry), and P. tenella (Dwarf Russian Almond) 

Pyrus spp. (Pears) including P. ussuriensis (Ussurian Pear) 

Quercus spp. (Oaks) including Q. alba (White ak), Q. arkansana (Arkansas 
Oak), Q. bicolor (Swamp White Oak), Q. gambelii (Gambel’s Oak), 

Q. macrocarpa (Burr Oak), Q. muhlenbergii (Chinquapin Oak), and Q. rubra 
(Red Oak) 

Rhamnus spp. (Buckthorns) including R. caroliniana (Carolina Buckthorn), 
R. crenata, R. purshiana (Cascara Sagrada), and R. smithii 

Robinia pseudoacacia (Black Locust) 

Salix arizonica (Arizona Willow), S. daphnoides (Violet Willow), S. discolor 
(Pussy Willow), S. pentandra (Bay-leaved Willow), S. purpurea (Purple 
Willow), and Salix x wimmeriana 

Sorbus torminalis 

Tilia spp. (Basswoods or Lindens) including T. amurensis (Amur Linden) 
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b) Shrubs, vines, and other woodies: 


Amelanchier sp. (Serviceberry) 

Arctostaphylos uva-ursi var. coactilis (Bearberry) 

Aronia melanocarpa (Black Chokeberry) 

Berberis thunbergii (Japanese Barberry) 

Celastrus scandens (Bittersweet) 

Chaenomeles sinensis (Chinese Flowering Quince) 

Chamaebatiaria millefolium (Desert Sweet) 

Clethra alnifolia (Sweet Pepperbush) 

Colutea arborescens (Bladder Senna) 

Corylus spp. (Hazelnut) including C. americana (American Hazelnut) and 
C. avellana (European Hazelnut) 

Cotoneaster divaricata (Spreading Cotoneaster) 

Cydonia oblonga (Quince) 

Elaeagnus umbellata (Chinese Oleaster or Autumn Olive) 

Euonymus alatus (Winged Euonymus, Burningbush), E. bungeanus (Manchurian 
Spindle Tree, E. europaeus (var. intermedius)(European Spindle Tree), 

E. maackii (Korean Spindle Tree), E. nanus, E. nikoensis, and E. phellomanus 
(Corky Spindle Tree) 

Forsythia spp. (Forsythias) including F. suspensa (Golden Bell) 

Fotherailla major (Fothergilla or Witch Alder) 

Genista pilosa and G. tinctoria var. hirsuta (Dyer’s Greenweed) 

Hamamelis vernaiis f. carnea (Witch Hazel) 

Hedera helix (English Ivy) 

Tlex spp. (Hollies) including I. decidua (Possum Haw), I. glabra (Inkberry), 
and I]. verticillata (Winterberry) 

Jamesia americana (Cliff Bush) 

Jasminum fruticans (Jasmine) 

Kalmia latifolia (Sheep or Mountain Laurel) 

Ligustrum obtusifolium (Border Privet) 

Lonicera spp. (Honeysuckles) including L. xylosteum (European Fly Honeysuckle) 

Morus australis or bombvcis (Muiberry) 

Pachistima myrsinites (Oregon Boxwood) 

Parthenocissus quinguefolia (Virginia Creeper) 

ae ramosissimum (Squaw Apple) 

Philadelphus lewisii (Mockorange) and P. tenuifolius 

Physocarpus intermedius (Ninebark) 

Rhamnella franguloides 

Rhododendron spp. including ‘Nadine’, R. atlanticum (Dwarf Azalea), 

R. canescens, R. flavum (Pontic Azalea), R. japonicum (Japanese Azalea), 
R. micranthum (Manchurian Azalea), and R. yedoense (Yodogawa Azalea) 

Rhus spp. (Sumacs) including R. lanceolata (Lance-leaved Sumac), R. radicans 
(Poison Ivy), R. trilobata (Fragrant Sumac), and R. typhina (Staghorn 
Sumac ) 

Ribes alpinum (Alpine Currant) 

Rosa spp. (Roses) including R. gymnocarpa (Wood Rose), R. pendulina (Alpine 
Rose), and R. pimpinellifolia (Scotch Rose) 

Sambucus niara (European Elderberry) 

Spiraea x bumalda 
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b) Shrubs, vines, and other woodies (cont. ): 

Syrinaa spp. (Lilacs) including S. patula (Manchurian Lilac) and S. reticulata 
(Japanese Tree Lilac) 

Taxus spp. (Yews) including IT. baccata (’ Adpressay” English Yew), 
T. chinensis (Chinese Yew), LT. cuspidata (’Densa’ and Wilsonii) (Japanese 
Yews), [. x media (’Farmen’, ‘Tauntonii’, and ’Vermeulen’ ) 

Thuja spp. (Arborvitae) 

Tsuga spp. (Hemlocks) 

Viburnum opulus (European Highbush Ha a V. x rhytidophylloides 
(‘Alleghany’ and ‘Willowwood’), V. rhytidophyllum (Leather-leaved Viburnum), 
and V. trilobum (American Highbush Cranberry) 


c) Herbaceous plants: 

Anthemis tinctoria (Yellow Chamomile) 

Aquileagia canadensis (Wild Columbine) 

Arisaema triphyllum (Jack-in-the-pulpit) 

Aster spp. (Asters) 

Boltonia asteroides (False Aster) ‘ 
Campanula carpatica (Blue Chips, Bellflower) 
Centaurea montana (Knapweed) 

Chrysanthemum sp. (Mums) 

Clematis. recta 

Crocus sp. (Crocuses) 

Daucus carota (Wild Carrot, Queen Anne’s Lace) 
Dodecatheon meadia (Shooting Star) 

Echinacea spp. (Purple Conef lowers) 
Erythronium spp. (Trout Lilies) 

Ferns - various genera 

Foeniculum vulgare (Sweet Fennel) 

Geranium spp. (Geraniums, Cranesbil1) 
Gomphrena alobosa (Globe Amaranth) 

Grasses (e.g., Miscanthus sacchariflorus or Silver Grass) and some sedges 
Helianthemum grandiflorum (Rock-Rose) 

Hemerocallis spp. (Daylilies) 

Heuchera richardsonii (Prairie Alum Root) 

Hibiscus spp.-Tosca & Lohengrin hybrids 

Hydrophyllum virginianum (Virginia Water leaf) 

Impatiens capensis (Spotted Touch-me-not, Orange Jewe lweed) 

Impatiens sultanii (Impatiens) 

brvsrcrascaca (Crestedeiris) 

Kirenaeshoma palmata 

Lilium spp. (Lilies) 

Myosotis alpestris (Forget-me-nots) 

Papaver spp. (Poppies) 

Phlox divaricata (Woodland Phlox) 

Rudbeckia fulgida (Black-eyed Susan) 

Scilla sibirica (Siberian Squil]) 

Sedum spp. (Sedums) 

Tradescantia ohiensis (Spiderwort) 

Tricyrtis spp. (Japanese Toadlilies) 

Trillium grandiflorum (Large-flowered Trillium) 

Tulips - any kind! 
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Viola spp. (Violets, Pansies) 


c) Vegetable garden plants: 


Broccoli - all varieties/cultivars 
Cabbage - " 

Lettuce 

Ornamental kale 


2) Plants damaged by antler-rubbing: 


Alnus incana (Speckled Alder) 

Aralia chinensis (Chinese Angelica Tree) 

Caragana arborescens (Siberian Pea Shrub) 

Chosenia bracteosa 

Cornus alternifolia (Alternate-leaved Dogwood) and C. x slavinii -- 

Euonymus atropurpureus (Burningbush, Wahoo) , 

Malus hupehensis (Tea Crab) 

Prunus maackii (Amur Chokecherry) 

Rhus typhina (Staghorn Sumac) 

Salix daphnoides (Violet Willow), S. cinerea (Gray Willow), S. elaeagnos (Gray 
Willow), S. humilis (Prairie Willow), S. Jucida (Shining Willow), and 
S. purpurea (Purple Willow) 

Tilia cordata 

Viburnum acerifolium (Maple-leaved Viburnum) 


*numerous local nursery growers have reported antler-rubbing damage to locust 
and linden saplings and, to a lesser extent, oak, maple, and hawthorn 
saplings. 


The information herein was provided (and edited) by Mr. Kris Bachtell 
(Collections Group Administrator, Morton Arboretum), Ms. Diane Brown (Plant 
Protection Supervisor, Chicago Botanic Gardens), and Mr. Richard Morris 
(formerly with the Chicago Botanic Gardens who provided a list for 1984). 
Compiled by J.M. Jones (IDOC), November 1991. 
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CORNELL COCPERATIVE EXYENSION. 


Resistance of Woody 
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Deer Damege 


MJ. Fargions, P.D. Curtis, and. 

M.E. Richmond sedans 
Wildlife Damage Management Program, » 
Depariment of Natural Bie Esha og 
Comell University 


Sédety conceme, and 
changed nouns va, if -¥inreae craps Bose 


Dear Fesding Habits | 
Deer.are selective foodere: thyy forage on plants or plait warts 
Ciscriminetion. for 


with conekderable Their obyidus.: preference 

ee ee re ee Oe 

advantage. Costty bs reduced or eimi- 
by planting eferred species: or by. ettabishing 


; movement or { can foretell 


j ancecape needy eovery Garaged Dy 
deer will ikely suffer extreme browsing 


Ultimately, a. reduction in deer herd size is the. most-etfective 
solution to the damage problem. Information on repellents, 
physical barriers (. 1.6., Ce ard deer bilge contol are 


Samet Nii ste belay Weis 


Pecommsndations for Control of Vertebrates xd 
Control of Wikdtife Damage in Homes and Gardene. 


Piant-damage Comparisons 


. The following tables provide a guide to the relative Ekslihood of 


sellgtri areal 
ictal any of the species Beted below to ensie 
rate cyatrcernee rons 


eget 


et NG LT 


tk eel 


Te aaa 


} Sirege ceoseh = eviseqe 32) fernc er? efasilervs 
1a) ater peel) EA INNS 1A INAH ERI Oa 
"oD onivokot od nen | tem seboiggared 
anon =e POW) OTERO FO Ete 

mw ak) OR VOTAcK eet aw wo Wren.) 


4 — . Ee ol 

gnochwqamed egemas-s ff 

: an ch of aan & ODINOTY ant wt eas ich ost 
. as Boe VE ie: narra yr en of acy ~eh> Week. 

dri aicl™ 2rovew's MOK g axoeing ycenal ey 

24'S 2 dart eons td ah Wy ys ve 4 hheyte a9: ed oWancd T8O vit 


J Ta ee ‘ 
TRATED EO ACS WH ‘0 Yew oo were! beret 
wwti © ni gat ott retioedat - tin Cra a7 bet 

ae etcee , hordcknce ert nm heass ot woke 

| NS GYRO ON SRO WNK p rs 10 46 st 

a FF flame Jecroeid Ooteres 3 gatianqood 
BE CVs rrr @ moa aad see | 788 arr 
F SrOteAARNED WOO SNe Devt mec sleet 
me y att 2znpocjm hodteloucyn: OPS JF ola Dew teil 

- ois era WO oCacEa Ofte wad oft Iu 
Sehr alah arco oe of wrniONs of Sy OE 
AST, Cate P71 6 Oe lip peTy eee xe, ee ‘ove 
nokionan an ebne teen yd Debions co sw Bales | 

i ow me “began yams 3m . yl re q 
ical se’ <! oy a see WI BO a) yoreun 
nat gece ade We .OQSTHS TEE st ao sees ws 
oh aoe * cverpearrrads ho yee Gt pp etek serie eaTr . 
* hep * ry Ab aad eal ys ett ae “~T 
‘ Lara” YvoGe “fl” seni ST sae 
; hy ys ad Sane CL Pe SOC PERT DELAATT O46 

' Hneuccr.” yeoeted ect (2 xine) xen: | Pae 

Cries Les ROOD 6 DeTeiony ed chang CRP" 

= , oe ave w oovcweg & ya OD HH COGN 
+ .clad teal vena 4 te; weeny Tecetams nows poet, 
— “bar's Sy ee eee eden wie eet fi P 


r 


garanth AAO . % 
ANG hee 4% 4a YRS EN eTSS Oa: 
Ga es ean 


, 


mz 


VE Gaaa-eanuode-t 


PALA aaa re 
7 " 
vi 


MOiKaTKR rvrranivees d 


ybooW 10.8 
of einsis is 
(| |. @p6AIBt 


bens siti an 


sre dor mameQenaM 
sooner isenal } 


ch) ae tort % at) boadinl-arirrw { wf oval 4 5. 
ists wie ae surmks tang eet grils wrpcereh at 
psrrea S) aocnsbraada ees ¢ reamed (Ta 
-wstor “ct (e) pedioaencn! ¢ scselase Koch kara pe 
bein! (») cueticedd een of ‘4 aoe) 
1D oe “okteen (9 bre run pet Sane eEss ait 
wee T. 
“ay ee eith vaeryeei an baw er 
flew hoog Hotel amen Prope: te * 
sc7a the ced > ares ett rd \Rarecrd OF vie 
bee ofA) CR SF cree ge a 
ort 1 agerre _ ueeirot yina thw quia tat 


tem© 4 


Tale co inl 1s agent vod sealed | 
nh canara, auniveo inet! PA ROE a 
26 04 Seatat od ran eiriely ciarig re nia © 
unde 3) Devnet ed yar sparrint preannand Cee 
cubase Ys ® pales Ot valent a 
jaar raed, earner otal Seay ae CAN, 2] 
wed to egbelwont 4 fe Brand cee , 
lo ecu hE Ot eaftaraetio OA dc.VOK, NBS Seer 
grein) wasioyr'g “frictcn bre akete 
retae xt i yah eioon rag 
beer tarnBitucl. Sereneqne 
art Ora prusltane verte) in, Acca tae 
gs xi to aoadesio wut 00 . 
Rateigh reg PORTIA BY 


Plants Rarely Damaged: 


Berberis spp: 

Berbers vulgaris 
Betula papyrifera 
Buxus sempemirens 
Elaeagnus angustifolia 
Ilex opaca 

Leucothoe fontanesiana 
Picea pungens 

Pieris japonica 


Common name 


‘Barberry 


Common Barberry 
Paper Birch 

Common Boxwood 
Russian Olive 
American Holly 
Drooping Leucothoe 
Colorado Blue Spruce 
Japanese Pieris 


Plants Seldom Severely Damaged: i 


ame 

Betula pendula 

Calastus scancens 
Comus sericea 

Comus flonda 

Comus kousa 

Crataegus laevigata 
Enkianthus campanulatus 
Fagus syivatica ~ 
Forsythia.spp. 

Gleditsia tnacanthos 

lex cornuta 

Hex glabra 

Juniperus chinensis 
Juniperus chinensis 
Kalmia latifolia 

Kolkwitzia amabilis 
Ficea abies 

Picea glauca 

Pinus nigra 

Pinus rigid2 

Pinus mugo 

Pinus resinosa 

Pinus syivestis 

Prunus serrulata 

Seiix matsudena tortuosa 
Sassafras albicum 
Syringa vulgaris © 
Wisteria floribunda 


Common name 
European White Birch 
American Bittersweet 
Red Osier Dogwood 
Flowering Dogwood 
Kousa Dogwood 
English Hawthorn 
Redvein Enkanthus 
European Beech 
Forsythia 

Honey Locust 
Chinese Holly 
Inkberry 


‘Chinese Junipers (green) 


Chinese Junipers (blue) 
Mountain Laurel 


- Beautybush 


Norway Spruce 
Whits Sorsce 
Austrian Pine ~° 
Pitch Pine 
Mugo Pine 

Red Fine 
Scots Pine 


Japanese Flowering Cherry 


Corkscrew Willow 
Common Sassafras - 
Common Lilac 
Japanese Wistena 


Planis Occasionally Severely Damaged: 


ni 2 
Abies concoior 
Acer griseum- 
Acer rubrum 
Acer saccharinum 
Acer saccharum 
Aesculus hippocastanum 
Ame)lanchier arborea 
Amelanchier laevis 
Carmpsis radicans 
Chaenomeles speciosa 
Cornus racemosa 
Cotinus coggygria 
Cotoneaster spp. 
Cotoneaster apiculatus 
Cotoneaster horizontalis 
Cryptomena japonica 
Forsythia (x) intermedia 
Hamamelis virginiana 
Hibiscus syracus 
Hydrangea arborescens 
Hydrangea anomala petiolans 
Hydrangea paniculata 


White Fir 

Paperbark Maple 

Red Maple 

Silver Maple 

Sugar Maple 

Common Horsechestnut 
Downy Serviceberry. 
Allegheny Serviceberry 
Trumpet Creeper 


Japanese Flowering Quince 


Panicied Dogwood 
Smokebush 
Cotoneaster 
Cranberry Cotoneaster 
Rockspray Cotoneaster 
Japanese Cedar 
Border Forsythia 
Common Witchhazel 
Rose of Sharon is 
Smooth Hydrangea. 
Climbing Hydrangea 
Panicle Hydrangea 
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llex crenata 

llex (x) meserveae 
Juniperus virginiana 
Larix decidua 


-Lonicera (x) heckrottii 


Ligustrum spp. 

Magnolia (x) soulangiana 
Metasequoia glyptostroboides 
Parthenocissus quinquifolia 
Philadelphus coronarius 
Pinus strobus 

Potentila fruticosa 

Prunus avium 
Pseudotsuga ™272/esii 
Pyracantha coccinea 
Pyrus calieryana ‘Bradford’ 
Pyrus communis 

Quercus alba 

Quercus prinus 

Quercus rubra 
Rhododendron spp. ; 
Rhododendron carolinianum 
Rhodedendron maximum 
Rhus typhina ; 
Rosa muttifiora 

Rosa rugosa 

Salix spp. 

Spiraea (x) bumalda | 
Spirace prunifolia 

Syringa (x) persica — 
Syringe reticulata 

Synnga villosa 

Tile cordate 'Greenspire’ 
Tilia americana 

Tsuga canadensis 


_ Tsuge caroliniana 


Vibumum (x) judaii. 
Vibumum rhytidophyilum 


Vibumum plicatum tomentcsum 


Vibumum cariesii 
Weigela florida 


Japanese Holly 

China Gin/Boy Holly 
Eastem Red Cedar 
European Larch 
Goldflame Honeysuckle 
Privet 

Saucer Magnolia 

Dawn Redwood 
Virginia Creeper 


Sweet Mock Orange: 


Eastem White Pine: 
Bush Cinquefoil 
Sweet Cherry 
Douglas Fir 


Rirethom: 


Bradford Callery Pear 
Common Pear 

White Oak 

Chestnut Oak 

Northem Red Oak 
Deciduous Azalees 
Carolina Rnodedendron 
Rosebay Rhododendron 
Staghom Sumac 
Multifiora Rose 

Rugosa Rose. 

Willows 

Anthony Waterer Spirasa 
Bridatreath Spiresa 
Persian Lilac 

Japanese Tree Lilac 
Late Lilac 


- Greenspire Litteleaf Linden 
Basswood 


Eastem Hemlock 
Carolina Hemlock 


_ Judd Vibumum - 


Leatherleaf Vibumum 
Doublefile Viburnum 
Koreanspice Vibumum 
Oldiashion Weigeia 


Plants Frequently Severely Damaged: 


= 


: Borenical name 


Abies belsamea - 
Abies fraser 
Acer platanoides 


- Cercis canadensis 


Chamaecyparis ee 
Clemats spp. 

Comus mas 

Evonvmus elatus 
Euonymus fortunei 
Hedera helix 


> Malus spp. 


Prunus sop, © 

Prunus spp. 

Rhododendron spp. 
Rhododendron spp. 
Rhododendron catawbiense 


Rhedodendron periclymenoides 


Rosa (x) hybrid: 
Sorbus aucuparia 
Taxus spp, 

Taxus baccata 
Taxus brevifolia 
Taxus cuspidata 


‘Taxus (x) media 


Thuja occidentalis 


Balsam Fir 

Fraser Fir 

Nonvay Maple . 
Eastem Redbud 
Attantc White Cedar 
Clematis 


“Comelian Dogwood 
_ Winged Evonymus 


Wintercreeper 


“English ly ~ 


Apples - 

Cherries 

Piums 
Rhododendrons 
Evergreen Azaleas 
Catawba Rhododendron 
Pinxterbloom Azalea - 
Hybrid Tea Rose 
European Mountain Ash 
Yoews 

English Yew 


Western Yew 
'” Japanese Yew 


English/Japanese Hybrid Yew 
American Arborvitae : 
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CHAPTER I, § 90 8 ILLINOIS ADMINISTRATIVE CODE JANUARY 1, 1985 


Section 


90. 


10 


APPENDIX F 


TITLE 8: AGRICULTURE AND ANIMALS 
CHAPTER I: DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
SUBCHAPTER b: ANIMALS AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS 


PART 90 
ILLINOIS DEAD ANIMAL DISPOSAL ACT 


Plant Facilities 

Plant Premises 

Annual Truck Permits (Repealed) 

Truck Operator’s Records (Repealed) 

Odors and Insects Shall Be Controlled 

Salmonella Control for Renderers and Blenders : ‘ 
Inspection of Premise (Repealed) 

Identification of Receptacles 

Records (Repealed) 

Transportation and Transactions (Repealed) 
On-The-Farm Disposal 

Collection Center 

Disposal By Collection Center of Unusable Materials 


(Source: Amended at 8 I1]. Reg.5937, effective April 23, 1984) 


Section 90.110 On-The-Farm Disposal 


Persons disposing of animals, poultry,fish,or parts of bodies thereof, other 
than to a licensed renderer, shall comply with the following: 


b) -Disposal by Burying. 
1) 


Disposal by Burning. 


1) 
2) 


No open burning will be permitted. 


Any disposal by burning must be performed with an incinerator that 


is in compliance with the I]linois Environmental Protection Act 
Clilieg Reved Staten) 983. cech hel Lis, vparsayd 001 etersedpy) 

Location shall be in an area where runoff will not contaminate 
water Supplies. 

Depth shall be sufficient to allow at least a six-inch compacted 
soil over the uppermost part of the carcass. 

The abdominal cavity of large carcasses shall be punctured to 
allow escape of putrefactive gasses. 

Lime or other chemical agent shall not be used to prevent 
decomposition. 

Precautions shall be taken at the site of burial necessary to 
prevent any disturbance by animal or mechanical means. 


If a disposal pit is employed for daily or routine deposits, there 
shall be minimum six-inch compacted soil cover after each deposit. 
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APPENDIX G 
GOOD SAMARITAN FOOD DONOR ACT 


AN ACT to limit liability of persons and organizations in connection with the 
donation of food for free distribution to needy persons and in connection 


with the distribution of such food. P.A. 82-580, approved and eff. Sept. 
24. -}981)% 


2001.6 Siiort tithe 


§ 1. This Act shall be known and may be cited as the "Good Samaritan Food 
Donor Act". 


2002. Definitions 


§ 2. For the purposes of this Act, unless the context otherwise requires, 
the terms defined in this Act have the meanings ascribed to them herein. 


2002.01 Canned food © : : 


§ 2.01. "Canned food" means food that is commercially processed in 
hermetically sealed containers. 


2002.02 Charitable organization 

§ 2.02. "Charitable organization" is defined as set forth in Section 1 of 
"An Act to regulate solicitation and collection of funds for charitable 
purposes, proxiding for violations thereof, and making an appropriation 
therefor", approved July 26, 1963, as amended. ° 

' Chapter 23, § 5101. 


2002.03. Farm product 

§ 2.03. "Farm product" means any agricultural, dairy or horticultural 
product or any product designed or intended for human consumption or prepared 
principally from agricultural, dairy or horticultural produce. 


2002.04. Commercially processed 

§ 2.04. "Commercially processed" means processed in accordance with 
criteria of current good manufacturing practice as apply to facilities, 
methods, practices, and controls used by the commercial processor in the . 
manufacture, processing or packing of low-acid foods in hermetically sealed 
containers in a manner adequate to protect the public health. 


2002.05. Commercial processor . 

§ 2.05. "Commercial processor" includes any person engaged in commercial, 
custom, or institutional (church, school, penal or other organization) 
processing of food, including pet food. 


2002.06. Hermetically sealed container 

§ 2.06. "Hermetically sealed container" means a container that is 
designed and intended to be secure again the entry of microorganisms and 
thereby to maintain the commercial sterility of its content after processing. 


2002.07. Not for profit corporation 

§ 2.07. "Not for profit corporation" is defined as set forth in the 
"General Not for Profit Corporation Act", ° except that the term does not 
include organizations which sell or offer to sell such donated items of food. 
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' Chapter 32, § 163a et seq. (repealed; see, now, ch. 32, § 101.01 et 
seq.). 


2002.08 Perishable food 


§ 2.08. "Perishable food" means any food having a significant risk of 


spoilage, loss of value, or loss of palatability within 90 days of the date of 
packaging. 


2002.09. Gleaner 


§ 2.09. "Gleaner" means a person that harvests for free distribution an 
agricultural crop that has been donated by the owners. 


2002.10. Prepared food 

§ 2.10. "Prepared food" means any food prepared, designed or intended for 
human consumption including, without limitation, those foods prepared 
principally from agricultural,d airy or horticultural produce or with meat, 
ti sneer Tou biry: e 
Added by P.A. 84-134, § 1, eff. Jan. 1,° 1986. i 


2002 Als? Food«producer 

Begwidad “Foodionoducer/® includes, but ts not limited to, restaurants, 
baxeries, cafeterias, caterers and delicatessens. 
Added by P.A. 84-134, § 1, eff. Jan. 1, 1986. 


2003. Immunity from liability--Donors 

§ 3. (a) Except as provided in subsection (b), no farmer, food producer, 
processor, distributor, wholesaler, retailer, gleaner of food, or any other 
person (if that other person donates food that has been inspected by either a 
State or federal authority and has not been altered after that inspection), 
who in good faith donates perishable canned or farm food items or prepared 
food to a not for profit corporation or charitable organization for 
distribution to needy or poor persons shail be jiable in any civil action 
based on the theory of warranty, negligence or strict liability in tort, for 
damages incurred resulting from any illness or disease contracted by the 
ultimate users or recipients of the food due to the nature, age, condition, or 
packaging of the food. 

(b) . The immunity provided in subsection (a) shall not apply where the: 
following is shown: 

(1) that the illness or disease resulted from the willful, wanton, or 
reckless acts of the donor; or 

(2) that the donor had actual or constructive knowledge that the food was 
tainted, contaminated, or harmful to the health or weli-being of the recipient 
of such donated food; or 

(3) where the food was in the form of canned goods, that the containers 
were rusted, leaky, swollen, or otherwise defective to the extent that they 
could not be sold to members of the general public; provided, however, that 
the fact that the cans were simply dented does not, in itself, constitute such 
a defect so as to preclude the grant of immunity provided by subsection (a). 
Amended by P.a. 86-704, § 3, eff. Jan. 1, 1990. 


2004. Immunity from liability--Receipt of food for distribution--Not for 
profit corporations or charitable organizations 
§ 4. (a) Except as provided in subsection (b), a not for profit 
corporation or charitable organization which in good faith receives food for 
free distribution and which reasonably inspects the food at the time of 
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donation and finds the food apparently fit for human consumption shall not be 
liable in any civil action based on the theory of warranty, negligence, or 
strict liability in tort, for damages incurred resulting from any illness or 
disease contracted by the ultimate users or recipients of the food due to the 
condition of the food. | 

(b) The immunity provided in subsection (a) shall not apply where the 
following is shown: 

(1) that the illness or disease resulted from the willful, wanton, or 

reckless acts of the not for profit corporation or charitable 

organization; or 


(2) that the corporation or organization had actual or constructive 
knowledge that the food was tainted, contaminated, or harmful to the 
health or well-being of the recipient of such donated food; or 


(3) where the food was in the form of canned goods, that the containers 
were rusted, leaky, swollen, or otherwise defective to the extent-that 

- they could not be sold to the members of the general public; provided, 
however, that the fact that the cans were simply dented does not in 
itself, constitute such a defect so as to preclude the grant of immunity 
provided by subsection (a). 
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Appendix H: Vendors of deer damage abatement materials. 


Exclusion Devices 


1) Almac Plastics 


2) 


3) 


4) 


6311 Erdman Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21205-3585 
(301) 485-9100 


*produces/sells various size plastic mesh; specific information on mesh 
sizes, thickness, and costs can be obtained by calling. 


Dayton Bag and Burlap 


322 Davis Avenue -OR- 210 Dowdle St., Unit#5 
Dayton, Ohio 45403 Algonquin, IL 60102 
(513) 258-8000 (708) 658-8488 
" iT] -0029 a 
(800) 543-3400 : ‘i 


*many growers/homeowners have had success in preventing antler-rubbing 
damage to tree seedlings/saplings by securely wrapping the trunks with 
burlap. Tnis company aiso sells "foam tree wraps" which may alleviate 
this type of damage. 


Quade!l Industries, Inc./Forest Protection Products 

200 Troy Street 

Pere bOxeO4y. 

Coos Bay, Oregon 97420 

(800) 289-7659 

(503) 267-7351 

*sells various sizes and strengths of netting for seedlings. 


Tubex 

P.O. Box 7097 

Saint Paul, Minnesota 55107 
(800) 248-8239 

bOl2 228-0535 

*sells rigid plastic tubes for protecting individual seedlings/saplings. 


-_- 


Non-electric Fence Supplies 


1) 


2) 


Bekaert Corporation 

1395 Marietta Parkway 
Building 500, Suite 100 
Marietta, Georgia 30067 
(800) 241-4126 

*sells Gaucho Game Fence. 


Grassland Supply 

Ri Bi-eeBoxe.6 

Council Grove, Kansas 66846 

(800) 527-5487 

(316) 767-5487 

*also distributes the Gaucho Game Fence. 
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3) 


K Fence Systems 

Riel. Oak O 

Zumbro Falls, Minnesota 55991 
(507) 753-2943 


Premier Fence Supplies 

Rene ols (Boxed 

Washington, Iowa 52353 

(800) 282-6631 

(319) 653-6631 

*sells high tensile woven wire. 


Qual-line Fence Corp. 

801 South Division Street 
Waunakee, Wisconsin 53597 

(608) 849-4654 

*sells Bekaert-Gaucho Game Fence. 


West Virginia Electric Fencing 
Ul See ROULeM C19 
Lindside, West Virginia 24951 
(800) 356-5458 
(304) 753-4387 
*sells "Tightlock Deer Fence". 


Electric Fence Materials 


1) 


Common Sense Fence 

Divisten cf GEOTEK; «Inc: 

2000 Highway 52 North 

Chatfield, Minnesota 55923 

(507) 867-3071 

*sells 12.5 ga. electric wire and electric fiberglass "rail" fence materials. 


Brookside Industries, Inc. 
Rane iwtBox £158 

Tunbridge, Vermont 05077-9990 
(800) 832-9482 

(802) 889-3737 


Dairyland Power Fence Co. 

N3985 Hidden Valley Road 

Hatley, Wisconsin 54440 

(715) 446-2297 

*sells Gallagher Power Fence materials. 


Gallagher Power Fence, Inc. 

P.O. Box 708900 

San Antonio, Texas 78270-8900 

(800) 531-5908 

(512) 494-5211 

*sells high-visibility electric "“Polytape", "Turbo Tape", and "Dual Track 
40mm Tape", as well as other electric fence materials. 
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5) Grassland Supply 
ROR. 8 ,BBoxG48 
Council Grove, Kansas 66846 
(800) 527-5487 
(316) 767-5487 


6) K Fence Systems 
(listed on previous page) 


7) Kiwi Fence Systems, Inc. -OR- Glascock Equip. & Sales 
Re Dep ecamboveib) A RF 
Waynesburg, Pennsylvania 15370 Veedersburg, IN 47987 
(412) 627-5640 or 627-8158 (317) 294-2256 


*sells high tensile and "Spider" fences. 


8) Margo Supplies, Ltd. 
Rekineo,) on ten20:? Boxelil . 
‘Calgary, Alberta 172M 4L5, Canada * i 
(403) 285-9731 


9) Muliti-Tech Industries, Inc. Techfence Advanced Farm 
Techfence Division Systems, Inc. 
Hans mia tiest.,, P.Q:) Box OR RE Tee oO Xe ao 
Marlboro, New Jersey 0/7746 Percy EW ISCONS hemo sees 
(908) 431-0550 (608) 462-5771 
*there are no qualified Techfence contractors/dealers in this area. 
10) * 


Premier Fence Supplies 

(listed on previous page) 

*also sells high tensile, “QuikFence", and "Hot Tape" electric fence 
materials. 


Oe) 
Shock Tactics Electric Fence Systems 
Waterford Corporation 
404 North Link Lane, P.O. Box 1513 
Fort-Collins, Colorado 80522 
(800) 525-4952 
(303) 482-0911 


V2) 
West Virginia Electric Fencing 
(listeG on previous page) | 
*sells high tensile, "Lite Fence", "Fast Fence", & "Hot Tape”. 


Deterrents/Frightening Devices: users must contact their local I]linois Dept. 


of Conservation office to determine if permits are required before using the 
following materials. 


1) Bird-X,Inc. 
730 West Lake Street 
Chicago, IL 60606 
(800) 662-5021 
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(312) 648-2191 


*sells BirdGard Electronic Bird Repeller (repels animals with loud bird 
drstress caits). 


1) Chesapeake Importing & Distributing Co./CIDCO 
21480 Pacific Blvd. 
Sterling, VA 22170 
(703) 450-1900 
*sells 12ga. rubber deterrent ammunition. 


2) Margo Supplies, Ltd. 
(listed above) 
*ZON Scare Guns, bangers/screamers/whistlers, etc. 


3) Reed-Joseph International Co. 
PaO... BOX 694 2— -232uMain Sb 
Greenville, Mississippi 38701] 
(800) 647-5554 r ‘ 
(601) 335-5822 
*sells "Scare-Away devices" (bangers, screamers, propane cannons, etc.). 


4) Mr. Robert Royal, Dealer 


PLOrYBoxe4 08 
Midnight, Mississippi 39115 
(601) 247-4403 


*sells automated scarecrow = "Scarey Man" Fall Guy. 


4) Smith-Roles 
Box 1607 
Minot, North Dakota 58702 
(701) 852-3726 


4) Stoneco, Inc. 
Ris Tens OKO 
Trinidad, Colorado 81082 
(719) 846-2853 
(Shell Crackers, Fuse Rope Salute, etc.) 


5) Mr. Tom Demkin 
Tomko Enterprises, Inc. 
180 Merritt’s Pond Road 
Riverhead, New York 11901 
(516) 727-3932 
(Tomko "Clapper") 


Repellents (several of the local nurseries, hardware stores, and discount stores in 
NE Illinois sell some of the repellents listed below) 


Ani-pel tablets & topical spra atent pendin 


1) Ani-pel Silviculture Ltd./T.S. Research Ltd. 
13550 106th Avenue 
Surrey, British Columbia, Canada 
V3T °2C5 
(604) 585-7161 
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(Ani-pel and Ani-pel Plus Tablets are slow release repellents taken up by the 
roots of plants. They are not designed for use on fruit-bearing plants). 


Deer Away/Big Game Repellent (putrescent whole eqqg solids) 


1) SantAgra,© incr 
8500 Pillsbury Avenue South 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55240 
(800) 468-2472 
(612) 881-5535 


Local Distributor 
Reidesigne Garden Ctr. 
Route 176 

Grayslake, IL 

(815) 675-6007 


2) Margo Supplies, Ltd. 
(listed on previous page) 


Hinder (ammonium soaps of higher fatty acids) 


1). Leffingwell Division ye ? 
Uniroyal Chemical Co. Local Distributors 
Lies acBerryist. a) Hunt Supply 
P.O. Box 1880 St. Joseph, MO 
Brea, California (816) 233-4011 
(800) 262-3861 
-Local Sales Representative 
Ken Zielinski 
(517) 349-7144 


9262) 


b) United Supnliers 
Eldora, IA 
(515) 858-234] 


2) Voluntary Purchasing Groups, Inc: 
Garden Supply Dept. 
Bonham, Texas 
(903) 583-5501 


Local Distributor 
GDS FordtseSons 
Geneseo, IL 

(309) 944-5661 


Hot Sauce Animal Repellent (capsaicin) 


1) 


Miller Chemical and Fertilizer Corp. 


peOae BOX.3338,-Radio Road 
Hanover, Pennsylvania 17331 
(717) 632-8921 
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Local Distributor 
Mr. Dean Konieczka 
McHenry, IL 

(8154. 363-9781 
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Magic Circle Deer Repellent (bone tar oi1) 


1) State College Laboratories 
Subsidiansyaor a. C. Ehrlich Chemical Co., iwfcs 
840 William Lane 
Reading, Pennsylvania 19612-3848 
(800) 422-8159 
(215) 921-0641 


Insecticide Fumigant sometimes used as deer repellents (naphthalene) 


1) Sudbury Lawn and Garden Products 
Division of Farnam Companies, Inc. 
301 West Osborn -OR- P.O. Box 34820 
Phoenix, Arizona 85013-3938 Phoenix, AZ 85067 
(800) 343-9911 or (602) 285-1660 


(= squirrel and bat repellent) . 


Ro-pel {benzyl diethyl [(2.6 xylycarbamoyl) methyl] ammonium saccharide (0.065% 
thymo] (0.035%) } 


1) Burlington Scientific Corp. Local Distributor 
222 Sherwood Avenue Several in Illinois 
Farmingdale, New York 11735-1527 Lake-Cook Farm Supply 
(516) 694-9000 P70. Boxe is0e 


Palatine, IL 60078 
(708) 991-4800 


Thiram 

1) Bonide Chemical Co. Local Distributor 
2 Wurz Avenue The Val-A Company 
Yorkville, New York 13495 700-710 W. Root St. 
(3559 0/36-023! Chicago, IL 60609 
(Rabbit-Deer Repellent & Bulb Saver) (312) 927-9442 

PyeGiuistda SON.) LNG. Local Distributor 
P.O. -Box 660065 Terra Internationa] 
Dallas, Texas 75266-0065 ; 8401 W. State St. 
(214) 985-8877 ROCKTOrd, sbLebLi05 
(815) 968-3113 


a aie = 
1400 Preston Rd., Suite 400 
Piano, Texas 75093 
(Gustafson 42-S) 


3) Nott Manufacturing Co. 
Pile: ateh @ tetela, 
Pleasant Valley, New York 12569 
(914) 635-3243 
(Chew-Not) 
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4) Southern Mill Creek Products Co. 
P20. Bex 1096 
5414 N. 56th St. 
Tampa, Florida 33601 
(813) 626-2111 
(Science Rabbit & Deer Repellent) 


5) Sudbury Lawn and Garden Products 
(listed on previous page) 
(Chaperone Rabbit & Deer Repellent) 


6) Wilbur-b11is"Co: 
PROS Box 1286 
Fresno, California 93715 
- (209) 442-1220 


(Scram 42-S) 


Updated Spring 1991 by: J.M. Jones 


Urban Deer Project 


Local Distributor 


List available upon request. 


PoCa i Distr 1 Du bor 


Olsen Distributors 
969 N. Pepper Rd. 
Barrington, IL 60010 
(708) 381-9333 


Local Distributor 


Brayton Chemical Co. 

P.O. Box 437 - 
W. Burlington, Iowa 52655 
(319) 752-6324 


Tllinais Dept. of Conservation 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS 


PROJECT NO.: W-105-R 


STUDY VII: Population Studies and Restocking of Ruffed Grouse 
in Illinois 


A. Problem: 


The Department of Conservation needs to evaluate existing grouse 
populations on a statewide basis. The Illinois Ruffed Grouse 
Project requires further evaluation of past stocking problems, 
identification of existing habitat, determination of grouse 
habitat needs specific to Illinois. Sources of grouse for 
restoration efforts need to be developed with surrounding states 
and trade agreements with Minnesota are in need of renegotiation. 


B. Objective: 


To restore viable populations of ruffed grouse to its historic 
Illinois range, where suitable habitat exists. 


Cc. Justification: 


The main function of the Ruffed Grouse Project is to restore a 
once native species to the State of Illinois. Annual drumming 
and sighting card surveys will assist in determining the current 
status of grouse, reason for past stocking problems, 
identification of productive habitats, and identification of 
range expansion. Monitoring release sites should improve the 
manager’s ability to enhance chances for the successful 
restoration of grouse in Illinois. 


To continue the reintroduction of grouse in suitable areas 
throughout the state requires a source of ruffed grouse. 
Therefore, agreements with states that have a surplus of grouse 
must be developed and negotiated. 


D. Status: 


Native populations of ruffed grouse declined drastically in the 
late 1800’s and early 1900’s. A single grouse sighting in 1937 
in Pope County was the last time ruffed grouse was recorded in 
Illinois prior to the Department of Conservation restoration 
efforts. 


From 1953 to 1959, Illinois made several attempts to reestablish 
grouse in the southern part of the state. During this period, 
slightly more than 300 grouse were obtained from Wisconsin and 
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Michigan and released in Pope county. Scattered sightings were 
reported in four southern Illinois counties up to 1963. The very 
low densities occurring in this grouse population are attributed 
to the affect of too great a change in habitat and climate into 
which the birds were introduced. Since there were no known 
sightings of ruffed grouse in southern Illinois from 1964-67, the 
Illinois Department of Conservation initiated a further attempt 
to reintroduce grouse in the fall of 1967. A total of 31 wild 
trapped ruffed grouse were obtained from southern Ohio and 
released at a single location in Pope County. During September 
of 1972, we obtained 42 ruffed grouse from Indiana through a 
mutual trade agreement. These birds were released in the 
northern part of Alexander County. Drumming grouse were last 
documented in these counties during the spring of 1991. These 
populations persist at low densities. 


In 1982 and 1983 grouse releases of 120 and 22 Indiana birds 
respectively commenced in Shawnee National Forest, Union County. 
A follow-up release occurred in 1986 with the liberation of 71 
Indiana grouse. During the 1993 drumming surveys, a total of 6 
grouse were heard, these birds persist in close association with 
clearcut areas. The minimal success of this release is thought 
to be caused by the lack of sufficient habitat for the birds to 
disperse into. 


In an effort to establish grouse in a new area of the state, 
releases were conducted in Jo Daviess County. From 1989 to 1992, 
181 Minnesota grouse have been released in the west central 
portion of the county. The Department’s latest drumming surveys 
(1994) located 4 birds. 


Trade agreements with other states historically were composed of 
3 grouse for 1 wild turkey. Currently, all contracts have been 
completed. However, Minnesota is willing to renew a ruffed 
grouse/wild turkey trade. The development of trades with other 
states are presently unlikely due to a low in grouse population 
cycles. 


The Department has learned from past releases several factors 
that lead to very low grouse densities. By utilizing newfound 
knowledge pertaining to the habitat preference of the grouse and 
required number of birds for a release, the probability that 
grouse can maintain a viable population at new release sites has 
been enhanced. Initial habitat analyses have located several 
sites with the characteristics that are conducive for grouse. 


E. Procedures: 
Job VIIA Ruffed Grouse Drumming Surveys 


Objective: To evaluate survival, dispersal, and reproductive 
productivity of reintroduced ruffed grouse. 
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Abstract 1994 Segment: 


During April of 1994, IDOC personnel surveyed the ruffed grouse 
populations within Jo Daviess County. All drumming surveys were 
conducted from one-half hour before sunrise to approximately 

8:30 a.m. The driving census routes consisted of 11 or 12 
predetermined listening points about one-half mile apart, along a 
route approximately 6 miles in length. Walking surveys were 2 or 
3 miles long, with listening stops at approximately one-quarter 
mile intervals. All survey participants were instructed to 
listen at each stop for a 4 minute time interval. 


During April 19-22 a total of 14 driving survey routes and 8 
walking survey routes were conducted. The weather conditions 
were favorable for hearing drumming activities during the entire 
survey period. The wind was calm and sky clear for nearly all 
drumming surveys. Six driving routes were run on 2 consecutive 
days in the ruffed grouse release areas. One walking route was 
conducted along the Galena River. Two driving surveys were run 
in the Apple River Canyon Area. And 6 walking routes were 
conducted in a 1,900® acre sample plot which lies within the 
grouse release area. 


The surveys resulted in the documentation of 4 drumming males. 
Two birds were located during the driving routes in the grouse 
release area and investigators located 2 birds in the 1,000 acre 
plot. The intent of the surveys was to document the existence of 
grouse and obtain a population trend index in Jo Daviess County. 
The Galena River routes were established during 1994 to determine 
if grouse are expanding into new areas. The other new routes in 
the Apple River Canyon were created to verify the existence of a 
possible remnant grouse population. Unfortunately, no grouse 
were located on the newly established routes. To obtain 
quantitative information on specific grouse population densities, 
an intensive survey was conducted on a 1,000 acre plot. The 
intent was to locate all drumming males. A total of 3 drummers 
were located (2 birds during the 1,000 plot sampling, 1 bird from 
the driving survey). From this information, the population 
density was estimated at approximately 1 grouse/10® acres. This 
estimation is a conservative, minimum spring density of birds of 
both sexes, which was derived by assuming a 1:1 sex ratio and the 
existence of non-drumming males. The number of drumming males 
counted was doubled and expressed as birds/100 acres. 


Although the 1994 figure is lower than the previous reporting 
period (4 drumming grouse - 1994 v.s. 6 drumming grouse - 1993); 
it is difficult to state that a downward trend exists in the 
population because of the small sample size and relatively small 
decrease in drumming males. Due to the short time frame and 
small area that drumming surveys are conducted, a high 
probability exists that investigators miss a number of drumming 
males. The Jo Daviess grouse population requires further study 
to ascertain a more complete analysis. 
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Costs: $7,320.00 


Summary: 


Ruffed Grouse drumming surveys were conducted on an annual basis 
in Jo Daviess County, throughout the entire reporting period. In 
southern Illinois (Union and Pope Counties), census routes were 
conducted during the entire period with the exception of 1994. 
During this segment, the southern Illinois drumming surveys were 
not conducted; because of a lack of manpower and monetary 
constraints. It was also felt that conducting surveys every 
other year would be sufficient to assess these grouse 
populations. The drumming survey information was sufficient to 
determine the relative status of ruffed grouse on a statewide 
basis. The drumming survey work indicates that within Illinois, 
the ruffed grouse populations remain at low densities. 


Job VIIB Evaluation of Potential Grouse Release Sites 


Objective: To determine new release sites for grouse by locating 
and evaluating habitat types with an early forest 
successional stage composition. 


Abstract 1994 Segment: 


Habitat analysis for this segment was limited to several field 
visits and the development of a timber buyers survey. 
Departmental personnel evaluated several privately owned 
properties in Jersey and Fulton Counties. Several properties 
located in Jersey contained desirable habitat conducive for a 
ruffed grouse release site. The Fulton County areas lacked 
sufficient early successional stage habitat necessary for grouse 
management. To assist in locating timber harvest activities a 
timber buyers survey was drafted. By identifying cut over areas, 
Wildlife biologists can locate potential areas that contain 
suitable grouse habitat. The survey is currently ina 
developmental format. Upon completion, the survey will be sent 
to timber buyers throughout the state. 


Costs: $11,713.00 


Summary: 


During the reporting period, habitat evaluation centered around 
Jo Daviess County; because of the ruffed grouse releases which 
occurred in this area during 1989-1992. Once the releases were 
completed a greater emphasis was placed upon a statewide 
perspective. This trend will continue and accelerate, when the 
implementation of the Illinois Ruffed Grouse Management Plan 
occurs. 


It is recommended that habitat evaluation and identification of 
potential ruffed grouse release sites continue. The entire 
process of evaluating ruffed grouse habitat on a statewide basis 
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is not complete. Future efforts should focus on west-central, 
northwestern, and southern Illinois, because these regions 
contain the majority of forested habitat. Potential grouse 
release sites should be prioritized, based on habitat size, 
quality, distribution, and current management to facilitate 
decision-making processes and ensure successful releases. 


woo ViIC Coordination of Ruffed Grouse Releases 


Objective: To obtain and release ruffed grouse in suitable 
habitat. This will include renewal and development 
of agreements with surrounding states to obtain 
wild-trapped ruffed grouse. Contracts should be 
developed with other states which are mutually 
beneficial, such as trade agreements. It will also 
include all activities related to obtaining and 
releasing grouse. 


Abstract 1994 Segment: 


Ruffed grouse releases were not conducted during this segment. 
Therefore, the provisions of Job VIIC were not utilized. 


Costs: $14,640.00 


Summary: 


The Jo Daviess County grouse release was completed during this 
reporting period. A total of 181 grouse were released in this 
county from 1989-1992. Additional releases are pending upon the 
completion of a statewide habitat evaluation, which will 
determine new grouse release sites. When the habitat analysis is 
complete, renegotiation of trade agreements should follow, to 
ensure a source of ruffed grouse for future restoration efforts. 
To assess the possibility of securing grouse for release, a 
telephone survey was conducted during the summer of 1992. The 
findings indicated that Minnesota was the only viable option for 
negotiating a trade agreement. The other surrounding states were 
not interested in providing ruffed grouse to Illinois. 


Job VIID Radio Telemetry Study of Reintroduced Ruffed Grouse 
in Illinois 


Objective: To evaluate the dispersal, habitat utilization, and 
productivity of newly-reintroduced ruffed grouse 
populations. 


Cost: $2,000.00 
Summary: 
This study was not utilized during the entire reporting period. 


The main reasons for not accomplishing the objective were lack of 
personnel availability and materials to conduct the 
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investigation. The study should be reinstated in the event that 
a new grouse release is established. 


Job VIIE Ruffed Grouse Sighting Card Survey 


Objective: To determine productivity, population expansion, and 
habitat utilization of grouse through the use of 
sighting card surveys in regions where grouse 
releases have occurred. 


Abstract 1994 Segment: 


During the 1994 segment, ruffed grouse sighting cards started 
being disseminated to the public by Forest Wildlife Project 
Managers, District Wildlife Biologists, and Private Lands 
Biologists. This survey is still in the developmental stages and 
the cards have not been in existence long enough to meet the 
objective. 


Costs: $2,100.00 


Summary: 


The sighting card survey was initiated during 1993. The card was 
designed, sent out for review, accepted, and printed during that 
segment. Although some cards have been distributed to the 
public, returns are slow in coming back to the Forest Wildlife 
Program. The distribution must be modified so that public access 
to the sighting cards improves. This survey is important because 
it allows wildlife biologists to evaluate grouse populations 
throughout the state and the year. This information will assist 
in developing a comprehensive data base which will enhance the 
Department’s ability to manage ruffed grouse on a statewide 
basis. 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS 


PROJECT NO.: W-105-R 


STUDY IV: Mast Survey 


A. Problem: 


Mast is a staple source of food of many of Illinois’ wildlife 
species. The quantity and quality of mast in Illinois are 
subject to the vagaries of local weather conditions particularly 
in the spring months when the oaks and hickories are subjected to 
below-freezing temperatures during the flowering stage. Such 
weather phenomena are sporadic in nature and do not affect the 
entire state. A system is needed that will enable the Department 
to monitor mast conditions annually at various localities in the 
state. 


B. Objective: 


To annually measure the kind and quantity of mast at various 
locations in the state. 


C. Justification: 


It has been demonstrated that the quantity of mast, primarily 
oaks and hickories is correlated with squirrel production the 
subsequent year. It is important for wildlife managers to have 
information annually on the quantity of mast available. 


DS Status: 


District Wildlife Managers have annually measured mast conditions 
at some public sites in Illinois since the mid-1970s. Currently 
mast surveys are conducted on the following sites that are opened 
to public hunting: Moraine View, Pere Marquette, Big River, 
Ramsey Lake, Stephen A. Forbes, Sam Parr, Fern Clyffe, Siloam 
Springs, Randolph County, Kankakee River, Sand Ridge, Spring 
Lake, Castle Rock and Big Bend (Fig. 1). 


E. Procedures: 
Job VIA Survey of Mast Production 


Objective: To measure the annual status of mast available on 
certain public hunting areas. 


From 1989-1991 the study was conducted on select state sites. 
District Biologists surveyed a variety of mast producing tree 
species at each site. This information was analyzed by the 
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Forest Wildlife Program for trends in statewide mast production 
and in a predictive capacity to anticipate squirrel population 
productivity. 


Due to a number of factors the decision was made to discontinue 
the study in 1991. Statewide squirrel populations remained 
numerous and healthy; therefore, the mast survey was thought 
unnecessary to monitor squirrel population trends. The 
Department also felt the information was not utilized extensively 
enough to justify the expenditure of money and manpower to 
continue the surveys. 
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MAST SURVEY SITES 


Big Bend State Fish & Wildlife Area 
Big River State Forest 
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PERMISSION TO QUOTE 


This is an ongoing progress report that may contain tentative or 
preliminary findings and may be subject to future modifications 
and revisions. To prevent the issuance of misleading 
information, persons wishing to quote from any of this report, to 
cite it in bibliographies, or to use it in other forms should 
first obtain permission from the project leader under whose 
direction the work was performed. 


Printed by authority of the State of Illinois. 

The Department of Conservation does not discriminate on the basis 
of race, color, sex, national origin, age or handicap in 
admission to, or treatment or employment in programs or 
activities in compliance with the Illinois Human Rights Act, the 
Tllinois Constitution, the U.S. Civil Rights Act, Section 504 of 
the Rehabilitation Act, as amended, and the U.S. Constitution. 
The Equal Employment Opportunity Officer is responsible for 
compliance and may be reached at 217-782-7616, 
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FINAL REPORT 


SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS PROJECTS 


STATE OF ILLINOIS 


PROJECT NO: 


SrUDY If: 


UjpeleY AUS 
Jobtiire: 


ABSTRACT : 


W-105-R(5) 
POPULATION STUDIES OF WILD TURKEYS 


Turkey population data from harvest 
Hunting pressure and harvest analysis 


Tllinois had its 25th wild turkey season from April 
4 through May ll, 1994. Hunters were allowed to 
kill one gobbler or bearded hen per permit with a 
maximum of 3 permits. The state was divided into 
Northern and Southern Zones with the Southern Zone 
opening 1 week earlier than the Northern. The 31 
day season was subdivided into 4 separate seasons 
of 5, 6, 8 and 12 days in length with different 
hunters each season. Mandatory check stations were 
maintained in each county throughout the season. A 
total of 5,519 wild turkeys were harvested in the 
50 open counties. Hunter success averaged 19.9% 
statewide. Juveniles made up 45.9% of the harvest. 


Tllinois had its 10th fall archery either-sex season 
from October 1 through January 13, 1994. Hunters 
were allowed to kill one turkey of either sex. A 
total of 88 turkeys were harvested in the 45 open 
counties. Hunter success was 1.8%. 


Illinois had its fifth fall firearm either-sex 
turkey season from October 16 through October 24, 
1993. Hunters were allowed to kill one turkey of 
either-sex. A total of 684 turkeys were taken in 
the 19 open counties.. Hunter success averaged 
20.3% statewide. 
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FINAL REPORT 


SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS PROJECT 


STATE OF ILLINOIS 


PROJECT NO: 
SUL Y bles 
Objective: 
Job7iIBi: 
JODMIIC: 


Objective: 


Procedures: 


W-105-R(5) 
POPULATION STUDIES OF WILD TURKEYS 


To determine population trends and characteristics 
of the wild turkey in Illinois. 


Turkey population data from harvest 
Hunting pressure and harvest analysis 


To determine the annual harvest of wild turkeys and 
to characterize the population by gathering data at 
mandatory check stations. 


Mandatory wild turkey check stations were set up in 
each county or counties open to turkey hunting 
during the spring and fall firearm seasons. These 
stations were open from 7 a.m. to 2 p.m. during 
each day of the spring season. During the fall 
season, check station hours were 8 a.m. to 7 p.m. 
Successful hunters were required to bring their 
whole turkey to the check station on the same day 
as they killed it. 


During the spring season, check station operators 
gathered the following data from each turkey and 
hunter: age, sex, whole weight, beard length, spur 
length, # days hunted, # birds heard, # birds seen, 
# bobcats seen, # birds crippled, type of weapon 
used and # years the hunter has hunted turkeys. 
During the fall season, all of the above data was 
collected except for the # of birds heard, type of 
weapon used and #-of years the hunter has hunted 
turkeys. 


To show our appreciation for their cooperation, each 
successful hunter was given a brass pin, depicting 
the State, with a turkey and the year engraved on 
the front. 


Hunter success was calculated from the data using 
the formula: 


Hunter Success = Total Number of Turkeys Checked 


Total Number of Permits Issued 
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Findings and 
Analysis: 


Hunter success was determined for each season by 
county (Tables 1 & 8) and by day (Tables 3 & 9). 


The physical data on harvested turkeys (Table 4) is 
for gobblers only. 


During the fall archery season, successful hunters 
were required to report kills, with requested 
supplementary data, in postage paid envelopes which 
were provided with their permits. The data 
collected included sex, age, county of kill and the 
number of hunting trips completed during the 
season. Hunters were asked to submit a breast 
feather and the outer 1/3 of the last two primary 
wing feathers (Figure 2). 


SPRING SEASON 


Illinois held its 25th spring wild turkey season 
from April 4 through May 11, 1994. The state was 
divided into Northern and Southern Zones with the 
Southern Zone opening 1 week earlier than the 


Northern Zone. The overall season was subdivided 
into three separate seasons with different hunters 
each season. Hunters were allowed to kill one 


gobbler or one bearded hen per permit with a 
maximum of three permits. After an initial lottery 
drawing and a first-come, first-served application 
period, any remaining permits were made available 
aS second permits. The counties of Adams, 
Alexander, Bond, Brown, Bureau, Calhoun, Carroll, 
Cass, Clark, Clay, Cumberland, Effingham, Fayette, 


Fulton, Gallatin-Hardin, Greene, Hancock, 
Henderson, Jackson, Jersey, JoDaviess, Johnson, 
Knox, Lee, Macoupin, Marshall-Putnam, Marion, 


Mason, McDonough, Mercer, Monroe, Morgan, Ogle, 
Pike, Pope, Randolph, Rock Island, Saline, 
Schuyler, Scott, St. Clair, Stephenson, Tazewell, 
Union, Washington, Whiteside, Williamson and 
Winnebago were open to hunting. 


Hunters were required to hunt in a one or two county 
area only. Each county or two-county area had a 
permit quota for each of the four seasons. A total 
of 22,477 permits were issued during the initial 
lottery drawing and during the first-come, first- 
served application periods as first, second or 
third permits. A total of 5,249 landowner permits 
were issued for an overall total of 27,726 permits. 
This represents an 11% increase in number of 
permits over 1993 when 24,889 permits were issued. 
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A total of 5,519 wild turkeys were harvested during 
the 1994 season (Table 1). Bearded hens (140) made 
up 2.5% of the total harvest. This represents a 
19% increase in the harvest over 1993 when 4,632 
turkeys were bagged (Table 5). JoDaviess County 
hunters led the way with a kill of 541 followed by 
Pike County hunters with a kill of 322. This is 
the highest recorded kill since Illinois started 
its modern turkey season in 1970. 


Juveniles made up 46% of the harvest in 1994, as 
compared to 34% of the harvest in 1993. Juveniles 
made up 45% of the kill in 1992 and 33% in 1991. 
This juvenile segment of the harvest is a direct 
correlation of the previous year’s reproductive 
success. Brood survey data from 1991 indicated 
average reproduction in Illinois while in 1990 
reproduction was below average. Reproduction in 
1992 was below average and below average in 1993. 
This harvest data supports our reproductive data. 
This direct comparison does not seem to hold true 
in counties first opened to hunting. This eis 
because of an excess of adult gobblers that have 
not been "wised-up" by previous hunting. 


Hunter success ranged from a high of 34.4% in 
SCOUEBCOUNLYaLOgal LOWhOL ony seineclark CoUuncy.ms.ne 
statewide hunter success was 19.9% as compared to 
18.7% in 1993. Hunter success was 24.1% during the 
first season, 19.1% for the second season, 18.7% 
for the third season, and 17.7% for the fourth 
season. Hunter success was 44.1% for Morgan County 
during the second season. This was the highest 
recorded for all four seasons (Table 1). 


Over the entire 50 county area, 1.04 turkeys were 
harvested per square mile of forest (Table 2). On 
a county basis, the harvest ranged from a high of 
4.60/square mile in JoDaviess County to a low of 
0.12/square mile in Clark County. 


Statewide, hunters heard an average of 2.3 turkeys 
per day of hunting (Table 4) as compared to 1993 
when they heard 2.5 birds per day. They also saw 
an average of 2.2 turkeys daily in 1994. In 1993, 
hunters also reported seeing 2.2 turkeys per day of 
hunting. The timing of the 1994 spring turkey 
season was good. 


The chronology of the harvest was as expected with 
a fairly general daily decline after opening day 
(Table \3a &) 3b). This general decline varies 
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somewhat because of weather and the amount of 
hunter participation. During the first 5 day 
season, 30% of the harvest was taken, with opening 
day accounting for 9.6% of the total harvest. This 
is explained by the accumulative effects of hunting 
pressure and by the accepted assumption that 
"spooked" turkeys are more difficult to bag. 


Successful hunters reported a 2.5% crippling loss 


in 1994. I suggest that this reported loss is 
considerably lower than the real loss. Many 
hunters seem to be hesitant about admitting to 
crippling a turkey. Of course, many hunters are 
completely honest in reporting the results of their 
hunte In a small group of personally known 


successful turkey hunters in Southern Illinois, 
each having killed 30 to 60 wild turkeys, their 
crippling loss is about 10%. I have no reason to 
believe that a very experienced and successful 
turkey hunter’s crippling loss would be any higher 
than our average hunter’s losses, in fact, it 
should probably. be lower. In tvirginia, «the 
crippling loss amounted to 10% of the number bagged 
and recovered (Mosby and Handley, 1943). South 
Carolina estimated a 20% crippling loss on managed 
gobbler hunts (Shaffer and Gwynn, 1967). 


Wild turkeys have great vitality, therefore, well 
placed shots are essential to prevent crippling 
loss. Since the turkey is larger than most shotgun 
game, it is frequently shot when too far away. 

Many of these "cripples" probably recover totally 
from their wounds. 


FALL ARCHERY SEASON 


Illinois had its 10th fall archery either-sex turkey 
season= from October) 1; 1993 through January 13, 
1994. A total of 4,813 permits were issued for the 
45 counties that were open to hunting. Hunters 
were allowed to hunt in any of the open counties. 
There was no quota on the number of permits issued. 


A total of 88 turkeys were reported killed for a 
hunter success rate of 1.8% (Table 7). The harvest 
was composed of 18 adult males (20.5%), 23 juvenile 
males (26.1%), 16 adult females (18.2%), 21 
juvenile females (23.9%) and 10 unknowns (11.4%). 


Of the 88 successful hunters, 40 made less than 5 
HUN i nometr 1 pS eel Mader 6-10 Clr ps,.) Oo amade «11-15 
trips, 19 indicated that they hunted more than 15 
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times and 6 did not report the number of hunting 
tripse 


During the 3 1/2 month long season, hunters killed 
46 (5243R9a0f the birdsirin sOctobenntl] 90 (21:64) etin 
November, 12 (13.6%) during December and 11 (12.53%) 
during January. 


FALL FIREARM SEASON 


Illinois held its fifth fall firearm turkey season 
from October 16 through October 24, 1993. Hunters 
were allowed to take one turkey of either sex. The 
counties of Adams, Alexander, Brown, Calhoun, 
Carrols Gallatin, Greene, Hancock, Hardin, 
Jackson, Jersey, JoDaviess, Pike, Pope, Randolph, 
Saline, Schuyler, Union and Williamson were open to 
hunting. 


Hunters were required to hunt in a one or two county 
area only. Each county or two-county area had a 
permit quota for the season. A total of 2,441 
permits were issued during the initial lottery 
drawing and the first-come, first-served 
application periods. An additional 933 landowner 
permits were issued for an overall total of 3,374 
permits which is 10.1% lower than the 1992 total of 
3,752 permits. ; 


A total of 684 wild turkeys were harvested during 
the 1993 fall season (Table 8). This Ss 412 31% 
lower than the 1992 harvest of 778 birds. 
JoDaviess County led the way with a kill of 181 
followed by Schuyler County with a kill of 94 and 
Pike County with 53 birds. 


Hunter success ranged from a high of 32.4% in 
JoDaviess County to a low of 11.1% in Saline 
County. The statewide hunter success was 20.3% in 
1993 compared to 20.7% in 1992. 


Adult males (99) made up 14.5% of the harvest. 
Juveniles males (237) made up 34.6%, adult females 
(172) made up 25.1% and juvenile females (176) made 
up 25.7% of «the total harvest (Table 8). The 
juvenile segment of the harvest (60.3%) is about 
what was expected since, reproduction in 1993 was 
below average. In 1992, when reproduction was also 
below average, juveniles made up 56.8% of the 
harvest. 


2 or ut ’ 


ry 


onttnud Yo zsdernt edd. Peoqet stor bibs hos aombt 
| -aqiat 


bots! rotnudt .nogher mnt minod §\l € am paiagd 
nk (#%.£0) @f ,asdetoo nt abaid edt ‘to (FE.S8) oe 
f£2@.¢!) £2 bees yedaeooed patawh) (foe L) 42 yeedmavek 

-vusurte® paiabh 


MORALE MAMBOTS JLRS 


moeeea yeni mpeetty [let astit est Bien atoni iit 
pe yatiton ,6eel .ts tedoeotoo Gipeordis eh tedosoO mand 

xee teritie lo yetts? ofo exut oF Dewolle stew 
work  ,iwhnexealA \ensbA 0 eersnvaD 


m0 LS 


» , 4 
rifsell , toconsh , anes%0 wiseilisa , LT OSZeD. 
faflobisk .sgoU .otr1 .eeeivaboe ,yeetet ,noesxtost 


do gtew roumeli(li bas notin. ,.tealyudtoae sAiee 


.paicoud 


Y, (oD aws - es ni gurl of Bsalwoed etew 22zesnuh 


¢ L4 SSeIKR YImuvov-ows Aa yYonWoOD oe VINO ABt6 
cs , 20! fator vs 1oeess eff  tzol sdeup titveq 
yiesiof. teltini eft paired, beveal > ete@ atiateg 
bovsse~ter23 .2m0D-seTtTi? uty bet  paivwesb 
iS! hobs. EE@ leqdols hobs ‘oA holrq mofdsatLiqgs 


ort. to {sto7? Llarevo na tot Favesi orev atinied 
| ef edt asd? towel 1.01 af Roldw ay ieriag 
aFinNTog GIN gt 


pniteb betsevisd atew evyexdxu) Bitw 6589 to Lessor A 
EL ef siz? ,»(8 eldsl) eoeses) find €eer alt 


Lay 3 Japvigda . ees ony Mei, ao £ 


if 5 jitiw ysw off bel qgdéneet eaeiveden 


lid 6 ditiw ytasod selyunae va Eewolto? 
. ,ahotid C2 dgpie winned ear 


ft ’.SC to dpid) o. tied bepies ‘aeentis wertnik 
snile® mk #£.4£ Yo wol s of) yonved..eaetvetot 
ni ¢¢.08 esw sreouva rotund ohrwedesa ent. Vento 


RHUL OL FV OL oF beraqaen COL.’ 


toy cant et> ta #2200" sium fee) eeten tiaba 
eelemet tiubs ,83..6 qu sbaum (Tes) eelnar ae linevwt 
ebemt (afi) eslame? efinevel One 21.29 qu sbetr cSth) 
ent (8 olds?) sasveent Letod eda to 6C0ee uw 


Suede. wh (¢€,03) gaevraend ode to com ama 


usw Cees nf nobtqubosqes sone perme on eae oe 
ovis tow nobteoukesaud meartw: sees nt J 
of? to €6.28 ap sbak colinevat 


1 Tes 
4 ! 

{ ts a at 

j 1 ‘MA 
, 1 My J DT : 

4a a eas 
} 7 “4 
t A aie 
ia af 
! oo Wy mee , an 
, Us | 
f os a 


), 
’ i: 
; ) 
py 
, 
ae 
. 
1 
- 
* 
‘ 
: 
, 
th 
7 
J 
» 
! 
. 
© 
j a 
Ar _ 
_ 
NM 


Recommendations: 


6 


The chronology of the harvest was as expected 
with a fairly general daily decline after 
opening day (Table 9). The first two days and 
the last two days occurred on weekends. The 
increase in hunter participation for the 
second weekend resulted in an increase in the 
harvest for these last two days. Opening day 
accounted Hor #25977 Gofe ther totalikil bwwith 
opening weekend accounting for 42.5% of the 
Kids. 


Statewide, hunters saw an average of 5.3 
turkeys per day of hunting (Table 10). This 
compares to 1992 when hunters reported seeing 
4.8 turkeys per day of hunting. This varied 
from a high of 9.7 turkeys per day in Hancock 
County to a low of 2.5 turkeys per day in 
Greene and Williamson counties. Successful 
hunters averaged 2.5 days of hunting during 
the 1993 fall season as compared to 2.6 days 
ineg992. 


Successful hunters reported a 2.8% crippling 
loss during this fall season as compared to a 
2.1% crippling loss during the 1992 fall 
season. As in the spring, this reported loss 
is probably considerably lower than the real 
loss. 


Mandatory county check stations during the fall 
firearm and spring seasons should be 
continued. This has proven to be the most 
reliable method for gathering accurate harvest 
data. No major changes in the type of data 
collected is necessary. 


In 1988, to reduce hunter densities and to 
provide additional permits, we expanded our 
spring turkey season from one 12-day season to 
three separate seasons spanning a total of 24 
days. For 1993, we added a fourth season with 
an expansion in total hunting days to 31. In 
spite of increasing numbers of hunters and 
hunting opportunities, the reduction in hunter 
densities with multiple seasons has 
undoubtedly contributed to the reduction in 
hunter shooting accidents from 5 in 1987 to 0 
ineLoss Oein=!9697 0 in) 19907 3 9in 1991), 2 in 
1992, 0 in 1993, and O in 1994. 
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Literature Cited: Mosby, H.S. and C.O. Handley, 1943. The Wild 
Turkey in Virginia: Its Status, Life 
History and Management. Va. Comm. Game 


and Inland Fisheries, Richmond. 281pp. 


Shaffer, Cant. and J.W. Gwynn, 1967. 
Management of the Eastern Turkey in Oak- 
Pine and Pine Forests of Virginia and the 
Southeast. In the Wild Turkey and Its 
Management. Pore s03=342% Wildlife 
Society, Washington. 589pp. 


Data and Reports: Original data and related reports in this 
investigation are on file in the Division of 
Wildlife Resources office of the Illinois 
Department of Conservation, Union County Refuge, 
Jonesboro, Illinois 62952. 
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Table 3A. Daily Turkey Harvest and Hunter Success 
Northern Zone - 1994 Spring Season 


ERT ONE HUNTER OO ORE 
HARVEST SUCCESS HARVEST 


April 11 812 6.7% 7.6% 
April 12 200 4.6% 4.9% 
April 13 Pad) 5.4% 5.4% 
April 14 304 7.8% 7.4% 
April 15 135 3.8% 3.3% 
1st Season 1172 25.3% 28.6% 
April 16 358 7.6% 8.7% 
April 17 318 7.3% 7.8% 
April 18 13z 3.4% 3.3% 
April 19 122 3.1% 3.0% 
April 20 99 2.6% 2.4% 
April 21 62 1.7% 1.5% 
2nd Season 1096 23126 26.8% 
April 22 205 4.5% 5.0% 
April 23 214 4.9% 5.2% 
April 24 194 : 4.7% 4.7% 
April 25 98 2.5% 2.4% 
April 26 57 1.5% 1.4% 
April 27 63 1.7% 1.5% 
April 28 17 0.5% 0.4% 
April 29 85 2.3% 2.1% 
3rd Season 933 20.4% 22.8% 
April 30 94 — 2.0% 2.3% 
May 1 144 3.2% 3.5% 
May 2 79 : 1.8% 1.9% 
May 3 49 1.1% 1.2% 
May 4 66 1.6% 1.6% 
May 5 65 1.6% 1.6% 
May 6 58 1.4% 1.4% 
May 7 63 1.6% 1.5% 
May 8 110 2.8% 2.7% 
May 9 43 1.1% 1.1% 
May 10 50 1.3% 1.2% 
May 11 71 1.9% 1.7% 
4th Season 892 19.4% 21.8% 


Grand Total 4093 22.1% 100.0% 
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Table 3B. Daily Turkey Harvest and Hunter Success 
Southern Zone - 1994 Spring Season. 


HARVEST SUCCESS HARVEST 
April 4 PINS 9.6% 15.1% 
April 5 100 4.9% 7.0% 
April 6 32 1.6% 2.2% 
April 7 77 4.0% 5.4% 
April 8 (A 4.2% 5.4% 
1st Season 502 22.2% Siw 
April 9 91 4.0% 6.4% 
April 10 30 1.4% 2.1% 
April 11 28 1.3% 2.0% 
April 12 20 0.9% 1.4% 
April 13 3 1.6% 2.3% 
April 14 46 2.2% 3.2ue 
2nd Season 248 10.9% 17.4% 
April 15 30 1.3% 2.1% 
April 16 42 3.2% 5.0% 
April 17 83 3.9% 5.8% 
April 18 ate! 1.7% 25% 
April 19 44 2.2% 3.1% 
April 20 a2 1.6% 2206 
April 21 24 2% 1.7% 
April 22 3 1.6% 2.2% 
3rd Season 351 15.6% 24.6% 
April 23 61 PAGE 4.3% 
April 24 | 50 2.3% 3.5% 
April 25 21 . 1.0% 1.5% 
April 26 19 0.9% 1.3% 
April 27 10 0.5% 0.7% 
April 28 eZ. 1.1% 1.5% 
April 29 21 1.0% 1.5% 
April 30 14 0.7% 1.0% 
May 1 34 1.7% 2.4% 
May 2 18 0.9% 1.3% 
May 3 21 1.1% 1.5% 
May 4 34 1.8% 2.4% 
4th Season O20 14.7% 22.8% 


Grand Total 1426 15.8% 100.0% 
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Table 4. Successful turkey hunter statistics, 1994 Spring Season. 


Hunter Average Number Average # Years Average # 
Success Birds/Day Turkey Hunting Hunted in 
Heard Seen Experience 
Adams 21.1 1.9 2.3 Oe on 
Alexander 12:2 1.0 131 12.3 3:3 
Bond 17.4 2.6 4.3 sith 2.9 
Brown 24.6 Z2 2.4 (hs) 2.8 
Bureau 16.7 1.9 2.0 ray PRPs 
Calhoun 29.7 1.0 a tee Se 
Carroll 21.6 46 aro 4.1 2.4 
Cass - 26.7 2.4 2.7 Ds eal 
Clark 9.7 0.6 1.0 8.2 Zi 
Clay 15.7 0.9 1.0 eth 3.9 
Cumberland 14.6 2.0 2.3 5.4 2.8 
Effingham 12.4 1.8 2.7 6.9 S2 
Fayette 10.9 1.7 2.4, 6.8 3.6 
Fulton 13.8 1.8 is 6.4 Bz 
Gallatin-Hardin 12.3 1.8 1.6 8.3 oi 
Greene 27.5 1.9 12 3.0 2.8 
Hancock 24.5 Pas Zo 4.5 2H 
Henderson 29.2 S22 Zo 4.1 3.9 
Jackson 14.2 1.6 1.6 8.2 3.0 
Jersey 21.4 2.1 1.6 6.8 3.3 
JoDaviess 23.7 a2 4.9 4.9 Pa 
Johnson 20.4 2.1 Teh ed 2.4 
Knox 19.4 3.4 2h 3.4 Pal 
Lee 18.6 ie 2.0 2.6 Pale 
~ Lowden-Miller 21.2 1.5 1.1 2.6 al 
Macoupin 23.1 2.3 745 ONS) 2.8 
Marion PP ad § 1.5 1.5 6.3 Sal 
Marshall/Putnam 1353 2.0 2.6 45 1.8 
Mason 32.2 3.6 4.3 Z2 2.6 
McDonough 23.3 2.6 2.9 5.6 - 3i2 
Mercer — 18.4 1.9 126 4.6 3.6 
Monroe 17.8 1.4 Tih 6.8 3.0 
Morgan 32.5 3.4 3.3 4.7 2.8 
Ogle 10.5 2.8 mee 2 4.8 2.6 
Pike 20.7 1.1 1.1 -6.8 3.4 
Pope aateh os 2.0 1.6 8.5 2.8 
Randolph 22:0 2.0 1.9 5.4 Fans) 
Rock Island 20.1 1.6 1.6 5.4 one 
Saline 14.5 Teh 1.6 9.3 Patt 
Schuyler ZO: 2.4 2.4 6.4 3.1 
Scott 34.4 Weve ip) 4.4 eu) 
Site M 32.0 4.4 4.3 He 2.4 
St. Clair 18.0 1.9 1.9 6.1 2.8 
Stephenson 29.2 3.6 ae 3.6 2.4 
Tazewell a1-3 3.0 2 1.6 1.9 
Union 12.5 ee 1.4 10.9 3.0 
Washington 12.6 1.4 1.3 5:2 2.4 
Whiteside 28.6 fae 3.6 3.1 2 
Williamson 12.6 iby 1.8 rin ra | 
Winnebago 19.1 1.6 1.4 46 2.9 


Statewide 19.9 2.3 2.2 6.0 3.0 
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Table 5. Physical data on harvested turkeys, 1994 Spring Season. 


Longest 


Average Weight Largest Beard Spur 

Adult Juvenile (Ibs. ) (in.) (in.) 
Adams ZA) 15:2 20.0 Tero 1.8 
Alexander 20.2 14.7 24.0 1423 1.4 
Bond PM Ps 16.3 24.5 11.0 2 
Brown Cle 16.0 27.0 Pag ES 
Bureau PLP) 16.2 26.5 10.3 a ete 
Calhoun 20.6 14.9 210 14,0 1.8 
Carroll 20.9 14.7 25.5 12.0 sa: 
Cass 20.3 to.0) 25:0 11.0 15 
Clark 20.5 15.6 22.0 41.5 13 
Clay 20,2 14.8 24.1 1-0 ies 
Cumberland 22.0 eRe 26.0 11.0 ies 
Effingham 20.1 14.0 24.0 hit ea) 
Fayette 21.0 1Ot 200 10.5 1.4 
Fulton Zink 16.2 26.0 30 1.4 
Gallatin-Hardin 19.8 14.8 28.0 11.0 20 
Greene 20.8 15:33 Zot RS 1.3 
Hancock 20.9 lez Zon0 11.8 20 
Henderson 21.6 Way 30.0 12.0 ea] 
Jackson 20.5 14.8 24.5 Flo ib: 
Jersey — 20.6 14.4 24.5 15.0 1.8 
JoDaviess 2164 14.7 28.0 12.0 1.6 
Johnson 20.0 157%, 25.0 12:3 “ie 
Knox 21.4 toe 24.5 11.0 1.6 
Lee Zui 15.6 20.0 12.0 5S 
Lowden-Miller 19.4 14.0 22:0 10.9 et 
Macoupin 21.6 16.0 34.5 glint 1.4 
Marion 19.8 14.8 25.0 11.8 1.3 
Marshall/Putnam 22.0 16.41 24.5 11.8 1:5 
Mason Zit 15.3 24.8 12.9 1.6 
McDonough 21.0 15.6 29.0 5 1.4 
Mercer 220 15.6 28.0 AES 125 
Monroe 21.0 16.4 26.0 FI 1.4 
Morgan 22.6 16.4 30.0 to 1.9 

Ogle 21.0 pr15.3 23.5 12.4 yee 

Pike 20.9 1944 26.5 12.0 eos 
Pope 19.7 14.6 24.0 4235 «ee: 
Randolph 20.9 74 16:3 29.5 1233 1.8 
Rock Island Ast 14.8 2255 12.0 Us 
Saline 19.6 14.8 22.0 11.0 Va 
Schuyler 20,7 15.5 29.3 11.4 1.9 
Scott 22.4 16.8 28.0 sine) 1.6 
Site M 21.6 14.9 24.5 12.0 23 
St. Clair 20.0 16:4 25.0 11.0 1:5 
Stephenson 210 14.6 2h ee, iB; 
Tazewell 22.4 1531 29.0 10.8 1.4 
Union 20.1 qlee 24.0 11.8 aes) 
Washington 20.6 15.9 25.0 ga 74 
Whiteside 20.6 14.0 24.0 11.8 1.4 
Williamson 20.6 10.5 24.5 11.0 5 I 
Winnebago 21.3 15.9 26.0 11:6 2.0 
Statewide 20.9 Toss 34.5 15.0 23 
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TABLE 7. WILD TURKEY HARVEST IN ILLINOIS, 1993 FALL ARCHERY SEASON 


COUNTY KILL 


Adams 
Alexander 
Bond 

Brown 
Calhoun 
Carroll 
Cass 

Clark 
Clay > 
Effingham 
Fayette 
Greene 
Hancock 
Henderson 
Jackson 
Jersey 
JoDaviess 1 
Johnson 
Knox 
Macoupin 
Marion 
Marshall 
McDonough 
Ogle 

Pike 

Pope 
Randolph 
Scott 
Stephenson 
Union 
Washington 
Whiteside 
Williamson 
Unknown 
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TABLE 9. 


DATE 


October 
October 
October 
October 
October 
October 
October 
October 


October 


16 


Lay, 


18 


ee 


20 


21 


22 


vee) 


24 


TOTALS 


DAILY TURKEY HARVEST AND HUNTER SUCCESS, 


FIREARM SEASON 


STATEWIDE 
KILL 


176 


aR 


65 


49 


30 


56 


Al 


88 


63 


684 


HUNTER 
SUCCESS 


20.3% 


1993 FALL 


% OF 
TOTAL KILL 


100.0% 
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FIGURE’ 1. 


ILLINOIS TURKEY HUNTING 
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COUNTIES OPEN TO HUNTING IN 1994 
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FIGURE 2. MAIL-IN ENVELOPE FOR FALL ARCHERY TURKEY HUNTERS 
NO POSTAGE 
NECESSARY 


. BUSINESS REPLY MAIL 
FIRST CLASS PERMIT NO. 2032 JONESBORO, ILLINOIS 


POSTAGE WILL BE PAID BY 


ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION 
FISH & WILDLIFE RESOURCES — TURKEY 
UNION COUNTY REFUGE 

R.R. 2, BOX 181A 

JONESBORO, IL 62952 


IF MAILED 
IN THE 
UNITED STATES 


ILLINOIS STATE LAW REQUIRES THAT YOU RECORD YOUR TURKEY WITHIN 
48 HOURS AFTER HARVEST. Your obligation will be met by mailing in the outer 1% 
of the last two primary wing feathers and a square breast feather along with the 
“mail-in-tag” section of your archery permit. You must aiso fill in the 
requested information below. Your cooperation will be valuable a 
CUT in the management of our turkey population. 


REMOVE BREAST“Y 
FEATHERS 4 
HERE 


DIRECTIONS 
1. With scissors, clip eff tne outer 
of the last two primary wing feathers 
(the most forward two, major wing feathers). 
2. If you intend to have your turkey mounted, 
please indicate the sex and weight in lieu of 
mailing in the feathers. 
3. Compiete the requested information below: 


County where taken _____s ; Number of trips bowhunting 1-5 0, 6-10 O, 
1115 O, over 15 O; SEX OF TURKEY M___ F___; IF MALE, Length of Beard 
inches; Length of Spur ______ inches (or mail in one spur by cutting 


through the leg on each side of it). IF YOU WISH TO RECEIVE A PIN TO 
INDICATE A SUCCESSFUL TURKEY HUNT, PLEASE ENCLOSE A STAMPED, 
SELF-ADDRESSED ENVELOPE. 
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FINAL REPORT 
SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS PROJECTS 
As Required By 
FEDERAL AID IN WILDLIFE RESTORATION ACT 
ILLINOIS 
Federal Aid Project W-105-R(5) 
STUDY III: RESTOCKING OF WILD TURKEYS 


Job III A. Wild Turkey Habitat Evaluation 
Job III B. Restocking of Wild Turkeys 


By 


Jared K. Garver 
Forest Wildlife Biologist 
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PERMISSION TO QUOTE 


This is an ongoing progress report that may contain tentative or 
preliminary findings and may be subject to future modifications 
and revisions. To prevent the issuance of misleading 
information, persons wishing to quote from any of this report, to 
cite it in bibliographies, or to use it in other forms should 
first obtain permission from the project leader under whose 
direction the work was performed. 


Pranted by auchoritysot thelstate or Illinois. 

The Department of Conservation does not discriminate on the basis 
of race, color, sex, national origin, age or handicap in 
admission to, or treatment or employment in programs or 
activities in compliance with the Illinois Human Rights Act, the 
MUPTNOTSeCOnNStitution sstne U.+so.  ClLVil Rights Act, Section.504 of 
the Rehabilitation Act, as amended, and the U.S. Constitution. 
The Equal Employment Opportunity Officer is responsible for 
compliance and may be reached at 217-782-7616. 


Troug of MOLSRINASS 


vo evitosas? nisaieD Ysa *edt JYiegsT ssezpoetd pronto Ne s eh 
Wo £44 tibom exzvazut oct spot due ead ys bas apnibair® yuets 
.9ieta Yo soneveck ett <Anevetq of -anoiel 
get alas to ys mont sfo0up as nnidazw enosied not 
anise? yedgso mt at sav oF 3O ,&e2 fqsxpolidid ord 

“y ~ebheel gosto so: nos nolaeimzeg nis 
.bemiotseq 2ew x20W eG? 


| eo Leet hDT vee aspect ai te tiswittue ye 

iecd 29 oO etpeiol z9at® ton ea os Bk feesBETiod to treed tem 
xt qeolbnet, we. oes <aLONRS Lenoidhe wR to lO (em 
1) @weatpoTy m Ff aumnge fi yue yn Oa. OL 


ed? .30A etdpse nem at ata 

to ec? mottoss jena obeteta 4 Ba 

toksus ipa? <&e ots pre 

yoR eloisneqesd 4h soo hXie os a 
LaLae-Se-Vhe IB | 


FINAL REPORT 


SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS PROJECTS 


STATE OF ILLINOIS 


PROJECT NO: 
SUD Yachts 


gO. LAs 
UODmL UL 


ABSTRACT: 


W-105-R(5) 
RESTOCKING OF WILD TURKEYS 


Wild turkey habitat evaluation 
Restocking of wild turkeys 


The Priority List for Wild Turkey Release Sites 
for FY’94 includes 31 release sites in 27 counties 
of the state. Stockings were completed at 16 of 
these sites. Additional stockings were completed 
in Edwards, and Adams counties. Eight birds were 
shipped to Minnesota and 83 birds were traded to 
Kentucky for 50 river otters. 


Trapping efforts during FY’94 resulted in the 
transplanting of 127 gobblers and 256 hens. 
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FINAL REPORT 


SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS PROJECTS 


STATE OF ILLINOIS 


PROJECT NO: 
SUUDY LLL: 
Objective: 
wOb IID As; 
JobsDB: 


Objective: 


Procedures: 


W-105-R(5) 
RESTOCKING OF WILD TURKEYS 


To re-establish wild turkeys in as many areas of 
Suitable habitat as possible throughout the state. 


Wild turkey habitat evaluation 
Restocking of wild turkeys 


To identify and prioritize potential release sites 
for wild turkeys; to trap and transplant annually 
as many turkeys as possible to these areas. 


Maps and aerial photos showing the forested areas 
of Illinois were carefully analyzed to determine 
the location of the largest and most extensive 
tracts of forest in the state. District Wildlife 
Managers were contacted to gain additional 
information on each potential site. Aerial 
surveys were conducted in 1980, 1981 and 1989 to 
help determine the extent of the potential habitat 
and the best central location for a release site 
within a given area. Some of these areas were 
then assessed by looking at them on the ground. 


Using the above collected information, a Turkey 
Stocking Priority List was developed. This list 
(Table 1) is updated annually as some areas are 
stocked and others are evaluated by District 


- Wildlife Managers. 


Prior to stocking a new area, we require that a 
group of at least 10 to 15 interested landowners, 
around the proposed release site, Sign a Turkey 
Stocking Petition (Figure 1). This petition 
states that the landowner is interested in having 
wild turkeys stocked and that he will agree to 
help protect the birds to insure their success. 
Signatures for these petitions are obtained by 
District Wildlife Managers, sportsmen’s groups or 
extremely interested individuals. Just prior to 
or after stocking wild turkeys in a new area, a 
news release (Figure 2), announcing the stocking, 
is sent to local newspapers. The main purpose of 
this news release is to try to get the general 
public’s support and cooperation in re- 
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establishing wild turkeys:in their area. 


Most of the trapping effort was carried out by 
District Wildlife Managers and 1 Conservation 
Police Officer. The National Wild Turkey 
Federation provided funds to hire 2 people to 
assist in northern Illinois trapping efforts, and 
1 person to help in southern Illinois. These 
people were responsible for establishing and 
maintaining bait sites in Ogle, Jersey, Pike, 
Fulton, Carroll, McDonough, Alexander, Henderson, 
Randolph, Schuyler, Hardin, Monroe, JoDaviess, 
Brown, Jackson, Gallatin, Union, Williamson, 
Cass, Winnebago, Massac, Madison, and Pope 
counties. Our trapping efforts started in late 
December and ended in mid-March. 


Bait sites were established in likely locations by 
using shelled or cracked corn. Bait trails, 
leading from the actual bait site, were extended 
for up to 1/4 mile away to increase our chances 
of attracting turkeys. These bait sites and 
trails were checked every 2 to 4 days and re- 
baited if necessary. Once turkeys started using 
a bait site, then it was usually checked daily to 
insure the availability of corn. Actual trapping 
attempts occurred aS soon as possible after 
noting regular usage by turkeys. 


Trapping equipment consisted of a 40’ x 60’ or 33’ 
x 57’, 2" mesh, knotless nylon nets, propelled by 
3 recoilless rockets. Some trappers utilized 
boxes with 40’ x 40’ diamond shaped nets. 
Ignition to the rocket charges was provided by a 
12-volt lantern battery or Mod. 10 Handi-Blaster 
through 18/2 jacketed thermostat wire. Prior to 
each trapping session, the battery voltage and 
-Circuitry was checked using a 1i-volt Multitester 
or Galvanometer. For trapping we utilized custom 
built canvas or nylon blinds (Figure 3). In some 
cases, Honda 3-wheel and 4-wheel ATV’s were used 
as transportation to haul bait, equipment and 
personnel to bait sites and to transport trapped 
birds from sites to waiting vehicles. 


Captured birds were transported in specially 
treated cardboard boxes donated by the National 
Wild Turkey Federation and released as soon as 
possible at a new site. 


TimadteatdepOSsslole ss WeEcry storscock 12 to 15 total 
birds, consisting of 4 adult gobblers and 8 to 10 
hens, at a new release site. We feel that these 
are minimal numbers needed to insure success. We 
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Results: 


Recommendations: 


Data and Reports: 


did have a successful stocking with 2 
juvenile gobblers and 7 hens in Williamson 
County (Table 2) in 1978. 


The Priority List of Wild Turkey Release 
Sites for FY’93 was updated and revised. 
FY’94 included 31 release sites in 27 
counties of the state (Table 1). 


Trapping success during FY’94 was slightly 
better than in FY/’93. We transplanted a 
total of 127 gobblers and 256 hens as 
compared to 114 gobblers and 222 hens in 
FY’93 (Table 3) which was an average year. 


Stockings were completed at 16 new sites. 
A release site in Edwards County that was 
started in 1992 was also completed this year. 
In addition, 8 birds were shipped to 
Minnesota and 83 birds were traded to 
Kentucky for 50 river otters. 


We should continue to evaluate potential 
release sites and revise our priority listing 
annually. 


Original data and related reports in this 
investigation are on file in the Division of 
Wildlife Resources office of the Illinois 
Department of Conservation, Union County 
Refuge, Jonesboro, Illinois 62952. 
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PARDO esc ORT TY GLI STOR WILD) TURKEY RELEASE SITES — FY’S4 


COUNTY LOCATION 
eIACKSON Tae 7 Se Reet 1 SECs LO 
2. CHRISTIAN MeV4NS=R. 3W.) SEC. 18 
3. CRAWFORD ; T WING]REESW., SEC. 11 
4. MOULTRIE T.14N.-R. 4E., SEC. 36 
5. HENRY T. V4NG-REBSE., SEC. 18 
6. WILLIAMSON T. 8S.-R. 1E., SEC. 9 
7. WILLIAMSON TM. SSW-RVL4EHi wiSEC. 22 
8. MASON T.20N.-R. 7W., SEC. 25 
9. EDGAR T.15N.-R.11W., SEC. 36 

10. VERMILION ~  T,19N.-R.12W., SEC. 19 

Mie LASALLE T.35N.-R. 5E., SEC. 32 

12. WOODFORD T.25N.-R. 1E., SEC. 3 

13% STARK PaLANS—-ROL7E > SEC. 29 

Aree WT Tas4No-R. 9E.) JOLIET@ARS? 

Toe KENDALL PE37INe-RayGE., SEC. 33 

16. KANE T.38N.-R. 6E., SEC. 26 

17. MCHENRY T.44N.-R. 5E., SEC. 28 

18. PULASKI TWal6Se-RwiW., SEC. 9 

19. KANKAKEE TAsON.-R.11W.,; SEC. 33 

20. WASHINGTON RAEGSTSR. 2W), SEC. 5 

21. JEFFERSON TATAS.—R. Es SEG. 19 

22 COOK TMe42N.-R.11E., SEC: 29 

oor COOK TG 7Ne-Rv12E. SEC. 18 

24. UNION Wass. -R. lE., SEC... 7 

25. UNION vei 1S—-R.. 1E., SEC. 30 

26. SHELBY WALON.-R. 2E.; SEC. 31 

27. MACON DANGNe-Rel1E., SEC!) 22 

282 9 DGUGLAS TALONM-ReV7E., SEC. 27 

29. DEWITT THIN. —-Ri.2E., SEC. 20 

30. IROQUOIS ‘TMQ6N2—-R.14W., SEC. 1Pe12 

Sita eLROOUOLS TMOIN.—-R.11W., SEC. 20 


* The sequence of releases will not necessarily be in the exact 
Same order as listed. Various factors such as weather and the 
trapping locations will determine the actual order of releases. 
However, every effort will be made to follow the above priorities 
as much as possible. 
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TABLE 2. SUMMARY OF WILD TRAPPED TURKEY RELEASES IN ILLINOIS, 1959-1992 \ 


NUMBER 
YE HENS GOBBLERS TRAP SITE RELEASE SI 
1959 0 vi Mississippi Jackson Co. 
1959 6 2 West Virginia Pope Co. 
1960 10 2 Ark. & Miss. Jackson Co. 
1960 8 4 West Virginia Alexander Co. 
1961 i 2 Arkansas South Pope Co. 
1961 ? ts Miss. & W. Virginia Union Co. 
1964 5 2 Arkansas Alexander Co. 
1967 6 4 W. Virginia Pope Co. 
1970 2 2 ‘Union Co. . Saline Co. 
I97T 0 3 Alexander Co. Pope Co. 
EOFS 2 0 Alexander Co. Pope Co. 
LoAS 6 1 Alexander Co. Pope Co. 
1974 13 2 Unitoneco.: Calhoun Co. 
LoFS 0 4 Alexander Co. Adams Co. 
L975 0 ie Alexander Co. Pope Co. 
1976 7 3 Alexander Co. Adams Co. 
i976 9 5 Alexander Co. Pope Co. 
1977 2 8) Wnvonscos Hardin Co. 
1978 ey, 2 Jackson Co. Williamson Co. 
1978 9 6 Union Co. Randolph Co. 
1979 11: 3 Missouri Jersey Co. 
1979 5 0 Unvoneco® Brown Co. 
1979 0 3 Missouri Brown Co. 
1979 5 1 Birt O18 CO. Hardin Co. 
1980 11 2 Untonaco-. Pike Co. 
1980 10 5 Alexander Co. Pike Co. 
1980 8 5 Alexander Co.. JoDaviess Co. 
1980 3 2 Missouri Hardin Co. 
1980 1 1 Adams Co. Pike Co. 
1980 10 3 Union Co. Johnson Co. 
1981 8 7, Union Co. Johnson Co. 
1981 8 4 Jackson Co. Jackson Co. 
1981 17 10 Union & Adams Co. Schuyler Co. 
1981 8 5 Union & Adams Co. McDonough 
1981 5 10 Union Co. Pope (South) 
1982 18 20 Marshall Co. Woodford Co. 
1982 aes ih Union & Adams Co. Fulton Co. 
1982 8 4 Jackson Co. Macoupin Co. 
L982 8 4 Jackson Co. Clarke co; 
i982 #4 4 Jackson & Union Co. Monroe Co. 
1983 8 4 Brown & Alexander Co. McDonough Co. 
1983 9 2 Union] co. Monroe Co. 
1983 10 4 Union & Alexander Co. Perry Co. 
1983 0 2 Adams Co. Fultony Coz 
1984 8 4 Pope & Jackson Co. Fayette Co. 
1984 8 5 Pope & Jackson Co. Fayette Co. 
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TABLE 2. SUMMARY OF WILD TRAPPED TURKEY RELEASES IN ILLINOIS, 
(CONTINUED) 


NUMBER —— 


YEAR ENS GOBBLERS TRAP SI RELEASE 

1984 7, 6 Jackson & Brown Co. Washington Co. 
1984 8 5 Union & Brown Co. Marion Co. 
1985 aii 7, Pope, JoDaviess Co., & Mo. Marion Co. 
1985 12 4 JoDaviess, Pope Co., & Mo. Ciay Co 

1985 8 4 JoDaviess Co. Carrol co. 
1985 7 6 JoDaviess Co. Carrolis Cor 
1985 14 4 Jackson Co. & Missouri Greene Co. 
1985 14 4 Jackson, Pope, Union Co. & Mo. Effingham Co. 
1985 10 4 Brown & Union Co. Cass Co. 

1985 9 3 Brown, Jackson, & Union Co. Hancock Co. 
1985 10 2 Union Co. Johnson Co. 
1985 2: 0 Union Co. Fayette Co. 
1986 ibis) 4 New Jersey Bond Co. 

1986 0 1 New Jersey Cumberland Co. 
1986 12 1 Hardin & Pope Co. Cumberland Co. 
1986 14 Boe JoDaviess Co. Henderson Co. 
1986 4 0 Missouri Hamilton Co. 
1986 7 i‘) Hardin & Pope Co. Hamilton Co. 
1986 9 4 JoDaviess & Brown Co. Ogle Co. 

1987 4 5 Union, Hardin Co., & Missouri Union "Co% 

1987 16 6 Union, Hardin, & JoDaviess Co. Indiana 

1987 a 2 JoDaviess Henderson Co. 
1987 10 5 JoDaviess Rock Island Co. 
1987 10 4 Union & Hardin Co. Shelby Co. 
1988 9 6 JoDaviess Co. Peoria Co. 
1988 10 6 JoDaviess Co. Fulton Co. 
1988 14s a! McDonough, JoDaviess & Fulton Co. Fulton Co. 
1988 10 7 JoDaviess Co. | Knox Co. 

1988 13 5 JoDaviess & Jersey Co. Indiana 

1988 10 6 Jersey & Schuyler Co. Montgomery Co. 
1988 V2 z Jersey & JoDaviess Co. Coles Co... 
1988 5 te JoDaviess Co. Henderson Co. 
1988 a2 4 JoDaviess, Hardin, Jackson Co. erawLord Cor 
1988 ss 5 Fulton & McDonough Co. Tazewell Co. 
1988 9 6 Schuyler, Fulton, JoDaviess Co. Giintons Co. 
1988 9 3 Ogle & JoDaviess Co. Ogle Co. 

1988 9 4 Ogle & JoDaviess Co. Ogle Co. 

1988 10 3 JoDaviess & Pope Co. Vermilion Co. 
1988 10 6 Jackson, Jersey, Randolph Co. Richland Co. 
1988 9 9 Pike & Randolph Co. Randolph Co. 
1988 14 5 Pike & Randolph Co. Ste Clair’ Co. 
1988 2 0 Randolph Co. Union Co. 

1988 10 3 Pope & Calhoun Co. Clay "Co% 

1988 6 4 Pike & Union Co. Franklin Co. 
1988 te) 3 Schuyler Co. SCOCE=CoO. 

1988 0 3 Schuyler Co. Hancock Co. 
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TABLE 2. SUMMARY OF WILD TRAPPED TURKEY RELEASES IN ILLINOIS, 1959-1992 
(CONTINUED) 


UMBE 
YEA ENS GOBBLERS TRAP: SI BA si 
1989 8 7 JoDaviess Co. Mercer Co. 
1989 9 5 JoDaviess Co. Mercer Co. 
1989 10 4 Carroll, JoDaviess Co. Lee Co. 
1989 9 5 JoDaviess Co. Rock Island Co. 
1989 10 S. JoDaviess Co. Whiteside Co. 
1989 10 eS JoDaviess & Carroll Co. Winnebago Co. 
1989 11 4 Pope & Gallatin Co. Massac Co. 
1989 14 6 Jersey & Brown Co. Madison Co. 
1989 12 6 Jersey & Brown Co. Macoupin Co. 
L239 10 5 JoDaviess & Schuyler Co. Bureau Co. 
1989 10 4 JoDaviess & Schuyler Co. Bureau Co. 
1989 10 5 Fulton, Williamson, Carroll Co. Clark Co. 
1989 10 4 Fulton, Williamson, Carroll Co. Cumberland Co. 
1989 TO 7 JoDaviess, Brown, Jackson Co. Citinton Co. 
1989 10 5 Carroll, JoDaviess Co. Knox Co. 
1989 12 4 Iowa SCOEEECO? 
1939 10 5 JoDaviess, Brown Co. Sangamon Co. 
1989 10 5 Carroll, Gallatin JoDaviess Co. Wayne Co. 
1989 9 6 GCacrolL wGallatin, Union) Co. Wayne Co. 
1989 10 4 JoDaviess & Hardin Co. White Co. 
L989 10 4 Brown & Ogle Co. Fayette Co. 
1989 9 3 Pope & Jackson Co. Gallatin Co. 
1990 9 6 JoDaviess Co. Stephenson Co. 
1990 10 4 JoDaviess Co. Minnesota 
1990 10 7 Pope & Williamson Co. Johnson Co. 
1990 ao 6 Alexander, Pope, Williamson Co. Pulaski Co. 
1990 2 5 JoDaviess Co. Mason Co. 
1990 Vi 6 JoDaviess Co. Lee Co. 
1990 10 5 Pope & Williamson Co. Massac Co. 
1990 12 4 Pike, JoDaviess, Jersey Co. Morgan Co. 
1990 12 ete JoDaviess, Jersey, Pike Co. Morgan Co. 
1990 10 7 Jersey & Alexander Co. Jefferson Co. 
1990 10 5 Alexander, Union, Pope Co. StarGilaiz Co. 
1990 14 4 JoDaviess & Pike Co. Coles Co. 
1990 9 3 Union & Pope Co. : Clay eco: 
1990 10 4 Union, JoDaviess, Pike, Pope Co. Shelby Co. 
1990 10 3 Pope & Ogle Co. Fayette Co. 
1990 5 6 JoDaviess Co. Grundy Co. 
1991 8 = JoDaviess Co. Grundy Co. 
1991 ip. 5 JoDaviess Co. LaSalle Co. 
1991 i2 8 JoDaviess & Ogle Co. Putnam Co. 
1991 aah 8 JoDaviess & Ogle Co. Henry Co. 
1991 be 5 JoDaviess Co. Marshall Co. 
1991 nea 5 JoDaviess Co. Marshall Co. 
1991 12 7 JoDaviess Co. WilleaGo:. 
1991 8 i JoDaviess & Brown Co. Menard Co. 
1991 La 6 JoDaviess & Brown Co. Mason Co. 
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TABLE 2. SUMMARY OF WILD TRAPPED TURKEY RELEASES IN ILLINOIS, 1959-1992 
(CONTINUED) 


NUMBER 
YEAR HENS _GOBBLERS TRAP SITE RELEASE SIT 
1991 8 6 JoDaviess & Brown Co. Christian Co. 
Leo 10 7 Fulton & Henderson Co. Warren Co. 
1991 vial 5 JoDaviess & Henderson Co. DeWitt Co. 
1991 6 5 JoDaviess & Henderson Co. DeWitt Co. 
ISD reas 4 Schuyler & Jersey Co. Edwards Co. 
1991 9 4 Schuyler, Fulton, Williamson Co. Wabash Co. 
1991 8 5 JoDaviess Co. Kankakee Co. 
1991 0 5 JoDaviess Co. TRuequoismco. 
1991 9 6 Fulton, Johnson, Williamson Co. Lawrence Co. 
LoOL 10 4 Fulton, Pope, Johnson Co. Jasper Co. 
1991 aha 8 JoDaviess Co. Minnesota 
Looe 0) 3 Pope Co. Jasper Co. 
1991 0 2 JoDaviess Co. Wili+Co. 
1992 8 6 JoDaviess Co. Grundy Co. 
1992 20 6 JoDaviess, Carroll Co. Minnesota 
1992 6 0) JoDaviess, Carroll Co. DeWitt Co. 
1992 8) 2 JoDaviess Co. Ogle Co. 
1992 8 6 JoDaviess, Carroll Co. Effingham Co. 
1992 8 8 JoDaviess Co. Ragaraco-. 
1992 10 6 JoDaviess, Carroll Co. Bond Co. 
1992 et 7 Union, Jackson Co. Randolph Co. 
1992 ata 4 JoDaviess, Carroll, Union Co. Monroe Co. 
1992 9 5 JoDaviess, Carroll Montgomery Co. 
1992 11 3 JoDaviess, Union Co. Perry Co. 
1992 9 seal JoDaviess, Carroll Co. Clark Co. 
(SAS Ie 2 7 JoDaviess, Jackson Co. Jefferson Co. 
1992 9 7 JoDaviess, Jackson Co. Washington Co. 
1992 10 ¥ JoDaviess, Union, Jackson Co. Perry Co. 
1992 9 7 JoDaviess, Carroll Co. Macon Co. 
1992 10 5 JoDaviess, Carroll Co. Boone Co. 
1992 10 8. JoDaviess Co. Logan Co. 
1992 9 4 JoDaviess, Carroll Co. McHenry Co. 
1992 10 S JoDaviess Co. Sangamon Co. 
1992 ish 5 Union, Pope Co. Williamson Co. 
1992 10 6 Union, Jackson Co. Pulaski Co. 
1992 10 4 JoDaviess Co. Hancock Co. 
1992 ual 4 JoDaviess Co. Eyuconeco. 
1992 8 4 JoDaviess, Carroll Co. DeKalb Co. 
1992 nips 5 JoDaviess Co. Warren Co. 
1992 ine 4 JoDaviess Co. Woodford Co. 
1992 11 5 JoDaviess Co. Tazewell Co. 
1992 6 2 JoDaviess Co. Logan Co. 
L992 5) 8 Jackson Co. Edwards Co. 
1992 8 6 Union, Pope Co. Massac Co. 
1992 9 7 Union, Pope Co. Massac Co. 
1993 10 6 JoDaviess Co. Piatt Co. 
1993 10 5 JoDaviess, Pike, Jackson Co. Washington Co. 
1993 5 2 JoDaviess, Pike Co. Logan Co. 
1993 10 7 JoDaviess, Pike Co. Moultrie Co. 
1993 1S! 6 JoDaviess Co. Henry Co. 
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TABLE 2. SUMMARY OF WILD TRAPPED TURKEY RELEASES IN ILLINOIS, 1959-93 


( CONTINUED ) 
E 

E HENS _ GOB =] TRAP SIT R ASE SITE 
1993 8 7 JoDaviess Co. Lake Co. 
1993 9 4 JoDaviess Co, McDonough, Pike, Jersey Co. Madison Co. 
1993 10 4 JoDaviess, McDonough, Pike, Henderson Co. Madison Co. 
1993 8 4 JoDaviess Co. Richland Co. 
1993 10 5 JoDaviess, Jackson Co. Richland Co. 
1993 el 5 JoDaviess, Jackson Co. Franklin Co. 
1993 G1 5 JoDaviess, Henderson, Jackson Co. Crawford Co. 
1993 8 4 JoDaviess Co. Wayne Co. 
1993 10 7 JoDaviess, Ogle, Jackson Co. Lawrence Co. 
1993 8 4 JoDaviess Co. Mercer Co. 
1993 r2 9 JoDaviess, Ogle Co. Ogle Co. 
1993 10 4 JoDaviess, Pope, Union Co. White Co. 
S93 8 4 JoDaviess, Ogle, Henderson Co. Warren Co. 
1993 9 5 JoDaviess Co. Peoria Co. 
1993 L5 5 JoDaviess, Ogle Co. Minnesota DNR 
1993 5 1 JoDaviess, Cass, Pike Co. Menard Co. 
1993 9 7 Ogle, Jackson Co. ClintonyGo:. 
1993 9 4 Union, Henderson Co. | Hamilton Co. 
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RELEASE SITE 


Kentucky 
Kentucky 
Kentucky 
Kentucky 
Kentucky 
Moultrie 
Moultrie 
Crawford 
Crawford 
Crawford 
Henry Co. 
Henry Co. 
Williamso 
Williamso 
Williamso 


Williamson 


Williamso 
Vermilion 
Vermilion 
Woodford 

Woodford 

Woofford 

Woodford 

Minnesota 
Edgar Co. 
Edgar Co. 
Edwards C 
Stretria CO. 
Stark Co. 
Sucark Co. 
Mason Co. 
Mason Co. 
Mason Co. 
Mason Co. 
Jackson C 
Jackson C 
Jackson C 
Jackson C 
Washingto 
Washingto 


Washington Co. 


Washingto 
WirilCco. 

WitdecO. 

Christian 
Christian 
Christian 
Christian 
Adams Co. 
Pulaski C 
Pulaski C 
Pulaski C 
Pulaski C 
Pulaski C 


TABLE 3. 


DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
DNR 
Co. 
Co. 
Co. 
Co. 
Co. 


neco. 
neco. 
n Co. 
CO. 
heco. 
SO; 
Con 
COn 
Co. 
Col 
Co. 
DNR 


O. 


on 
oO; 
O. 
O. 
ret, ete 
neco, 


neCo. 


Co. 
Co. 
Co. 
Co. 


O. 
O. 
O. 
O. 
O. 


45% 


10 


1 


TRAP SITE 


JoDaviess 
Henderson 
Ogle Co. 

JoDaviess 
Massac Co. 
JoDaviess 
Ogle Co. 

JoDaviess 
Ogle Co. 

JoDaviess 
Henderson 
JoDaviess 
JoDaviess 
Ogle Co. 

JoDaviess 


Coz 
CoO. 


Co: 
CO. 
Gor. 
Cor 
Co. 
Co. 
Co. 


Co. 


Schuyler Co. 


Ogle’ Co. 

JoDaviess 
Winnebago 
JoDaviess 
JoDaviess 
Winnebago 
JoDaviess 
JoDaviess 
Ogle Co. 

Winnebago 
Ogle Co. 

JoDaviess 
JoDaviess 
Winnebago 
Winnebago 
JoDaviess 
Cass Co. 


. Cass Co. 


T.14N.-R. PSEC +36 
T.14N.-R. 4E.,SEC. 36 
T. 7N.-R.13W.,SEC. 11 
Teme? Ne -Re lowe, SECs «L) 
TIAN —-R.13We, SEC. 11 
T.14N.-R. 3E.,SEC. 18 
T.14N.-R. 3E.,SEC. 18 
IPs, SRI. uh, abe Ue) 
TeeSo.—-Rie lh. SECs 9 
Teo cemRe eed Hae ShOgm22 
PoeSt Raw AE, SEC. 22 
Teme Se-ReeAE SEC? 22 
T.19N.-R.12W.,SEC. 19 
T.19N.-R.12W.,SEC. 19 
Te2SN.-Ret LE. ,SEC. 3 
To25N--R.. 1E.,SEC. 3 
T.25N.-R. 1E.,SEC. 3 
DeesNe-ReelEC SEC. 93 
TeioN.-R.11W.,SEC. 36° 
T.15N.-R.11W.,SEC. 36 
Tels. -R.11n., SEC... 6 
T.14N.-R. 7E.,SEC. 29 
T.14N.-R. 7E.,SEC. 29 
TOLAN.—R 7E. SEC. 29 
TOZONS-Ree7 We SEC a 25 
T.20N.-R. 7W.,SEC. 25 
TS20N.-Rao7W., SEC. 25 
Te2Z2ON-—R ae a SECw 25 
TS Rime LW oe SEC. LO 
T. 7S.-R. 1W.,SEC. 10 
T. 7S.-R. 1W.,SEC. 10 
Tae Se R ae We SEC. LO 
Te Oe ROW CEC. tb 
Tass. Roe oWe SECs. 15 
T. 3S.-R. 2W:.,SEC. 5 
TiS eRe eWe SEC. OS 
T.34N.-R. 9E.,Jol.Ars. 
DOAN sehen oOl.ArSs 
T.14N.-R. 3W.,SEC. 18 
T.14N.-R. 3W.,SEC. 18 
T.14N.-R. 3W.,SEC. 18 
T.14N.-R. 3W.,SEC. 18 
T.16S.-R. 1W.,SEC. 9 
TAGS Rie lWapSEC. 9 
TELGS eRe Wa, SEG. 29 
T.L6S.—R. LW. ,SEC.. 9 
TJ16S:;-R.e1W.;SEC. 9 


JoDaviess 
Winnebago 


Co; 
CO. 
Co. 
CoO: 
Co. 
Co’. 
Go; 


Co. 


Con 
Con 
Con 
Co. 
Co. 


Co. 
Co. 


Randolph Co. 
Randolph Co. 


JoDaviess 
JoDaviess 
Union Co. 


Coz 
Co. 


Randolph Co. 


Ogle Co. 


Jackson Co. 


Casseco. 
Cassaco. 
Cass Co. 
Pike Co. 
Brown Co. 


Williamson Co. 


Jackson Co. 


Unvoneca. 


Jackson Co. 


Pope Co. 


FY’94 WILD TURKEY TRAP-TRANSPLANT DATA 


#BIRDS , AGE, SEX 


3AM,130M,17F 
13M, 2AF ,5dF 
14AF 

15M, 4AF,180F 
5AM 

SAF, 2UF 

60M 

2JM,10F 
1JM,6AF,1d3F 
2AM, 2UP 

50M 

13AF 

20M, 9AF,1dF 


50M, 3AF,10F 
10M, 2JF 
1JM,5AF,4dF 
2AM, 20M,1AF 
16AF,10F 
13M 

2AM 

30M 
2AM,10M,5AF 
30M, 6AF,4dF 
2AM 


2AF,20F 
8JM,10F 

2AF ,40F 

4AF ,10F 

10M 

3AM 

3AF ,40F 

75M 

6AF ,40F 
4AM, 20M 
1AF,70F 

1AF 

13M, 2AF,2dF 


LAF, 2JF 
3AM 


DATE 


1/22/94 
1/22/94 
1/28/94 
1/29/94 
2/15/94 
1/17/94 
1/22/94 
1/17/94 
1/30/94 
2/02/94 
1/31/94 
1/31/94 
2/03/94 
2/02/94 
2/03/94 
2/03/94 
2/03/94 
2/04/94 
2/15/94 
2/05/94 
2/10/94 
2/10/94 
2/16/94 
2/06/94 
2/03/94 
2/15/94 
2/03/94 
2/10/94 
2/11/94 
2/10/94 
2/15/94 
2/25/94 
2/12/94 


2/28/94 


2/25/94 
2/15/94 
2/01/94 
2/15/94 
2/16/94 
2/25/94 
2/22/94 
2/15/94 
2/28/94 
3/03/94 
2/06/94 
2/12/94 
2/28/94 
2/07/94 
2/26/94 
2/10/94 
2/16/94 
2/22/94 
3/03/94 
2/15/94 
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TABLE 3. FY’93 WILD TURKEY TRAP-TRANSPLANT DATA (CONTINUED) 


RELEASE SITE 


Jefferson Co. - T. 
Jefferson Co. —- T. 
Jefferson Co. - T. 


4S.-R. 
4S5.-R. 
4S.-R. 


1E.,SEC. 
Tee SEC. 


1E.,SEC. 


AS) 
19 
29 


a gt 
TRAP SITE #BIRDS, AGE, SEX DATE 


Jackson Co. 1AM , 5JM 2/16/94 
Jackson Co. 2AF 3/03/94 
Madison Co. 5AF , 30F 1/14/94 


TOTAL: 127 gobblers and 256 hens were transplanted to 18 new sites 
(includes 83 to Kentucky and 8 to Minnesota). 


ah 
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Adult; J = Juvenile; M = Male; F = Female 
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PETITION TO STOCK WILD TURKEYS 


COUNTY 


LOCATION s 
(TOWNSHIP) (SECTIONS) 


We, the undersigned, pledge to assist the Illinois Department of Conservation in 
re-establishing the wild turkey in our area. We agree to protect, to the best 

of our ability, wild turkeys stocked on our lands. If populations in years to come 
warrant a hunting season, we agree to allow some hunting by permission. We also 
declare that we will cooperate by reporting sightings of wild turkeys via cards 
supplied by the Department. 
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RETURN OF THE WILD TURKEY 
TO ee meeeenee COUNTY. 


The Illinois Department of Conservation recently announced plans to stock 


wild turkeys in County. The Department of Conservation is 
trying to re-establish the wild turkey throughout the state in areas that contain 
suitable habitat. They feel that County has an adequate amount 


of forested land that will make excellent habitat for wild turkeys. 


The wild turkey was originally a native bird found throughout the forested 
areas of Illinois. It disappeared from the state in the early 1900's. Its 
disappearance is attributed to conversion of timberland to farmland, heavy logging 
operations, frequent forest fires, year-round hunting, and increasing numbers of 
people living in rural areas. The wild turkey simply could not adapt to its 
rapidly changing environment. 


About 1950, wildlife biologists with the Illinois Department of Conservation 
decided to try to re-establish a wild turkey population in the Shawnee National 
Forest in Southern Illinois. The U.S. Forest Service had aaquired thousands of 
acres of forest land and had allowed the timber to mature where it was once again 
suitable for wild turkeys. Wild trapped turkeys were obtained from several southern 
States and released at several locations in the Shawnee National Forest. The birds 
increased rapidly and expanded their range. They did so well, in fact, that the 
Illinois Department of Conservation established its first modern turkey hunting 
season in the spring of 1970. Turkey hunting was allowed only in Jackson, Union, 
and Alexander Counties. Pope County was opened in 1972. In 1974, 14 wild turkeys 
trapped in Union County were released in Calhoun County. They increased so rapidly 
that the Illinois Department of Conservation was able to open it for hunting 
during the spring of 1978. Many other states have also had wonderful success in 
re-establishing the wild turkey to its former range. 


The Illinois Department of Conservation is currently trapping wild turkeys 
in areas that have a good population and transplanting them to new areas throughout 
the state. Since wild turkeys are very difficult to trap and the cost per bird 
quite high, this process is progressing at a fairly slow rate. With everyones 
cooperation, they will hopefully be successful in re-establishing the wild turkey 
in all suitable habitat throughout the state. 


The initial release of wild turkeys chin a given county usually consists 
of a relatively small number of birds. Jared K. Garver, Forest Game Biologist 
with the Division of Fish and Wildlife Resources of the Illinois Department of 
Conservation, says that 10-15 wild turkeys is usually adequate to establish a popu- 
lation in an area. "To be successful, it is imperative that these turkeys be given 
complete protection for the first 3 or 4 years after stocking," says Garver. 
"Tllegal poaching of turkeys in a newly stocked area, will result in failure to 
establish a viable population. I cannot stress this point too much." 
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County will take place 


The release of wild turkeys in 
ed to help protect them. 


in an area where the interested landowners have agre 
"I£ everything goes well, local hunters can be looking forward to limited 
hunting opportunities in 4 to 6 years," according to Garver. "These birds 

are very prolific, and are capable of increasing and expanding their range 
very rapidly." He cautions though that, "one should not expect to be over-run 
with turkeys. A population density of 10 to 20 birds per square mile would be 


normal for an established population." 
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Figure 3. TURKEY TRAPPING BLIND 


MATERIALS: 


A dark brown or olive green canvas; window in front should be a dark 
netting material; rubberized or waterproof floor. 


DIMENSIONS: 


43 feet high; 44 feet wide; and 5 feet long (front to back). 
Window should be 7" high and 30" wide; centered left to right, 
40" from bottom. 
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Figure 4. Wild Turkey Release Sites 
(1959 - Present) 
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PERMISSION TO QUOTE 


This is an ongoing progress report that may contain tentative or 
preliminary findings and may be subject to future modifications 
and revisions. To prevent the issuance of misleading 
information, persons wishing to quote from any of this report, to 
cite it in bibliographies, or to use it in other forms should 
first obtain permission from the project leader under whose 
direction the work was performed. 


Printed by authority of the State of Illinois. 

The Department of Conservation does not discriminate on the basis 
of race, color, sex, national origin, age or handicap in 
admission to, or treatment or employment in programs or 
activities in compliance with the Illinois Human Rights Act, the 
Illinois Constitution, the U.S. Civil Rights Act, Section 504 of 
the Rehabilitation Act, as amended, and the U.S. Constitution. 
The Equal Employment Opportunity Officer is responsible for 
compliance and may be reached at 217-782-7616. 
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FINAL REPORT 


SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS PROJECTS 


STATE OF ILLINOIS 


PROJECT NO: 


SLUDY IT: 


JOB IIA: 


ABSTRACT : 


W-105-R(5) 
POPULATION STUDIES OF WILD TURKEYS 


Cooperative Landowner Turkey Brood Survey and Deer 
Hunter Survey 


A total of 421 broods of wild turkeys were 
reported in 1993, a decrease of 8.7 percent from 
1992. A total of 773 hens and 2,719 poults were 
reported in 1993 as compared to 839 hens and 2,961 
poults in 1992. The poults/hen index for 1993 is 
3.51 as compared to 3.53 in 1992. 


A total of 5,411 firearm deer hunters reported 
seeing 64,572 wild turkeys in 94 counties of the 
state in 1993. This represents an increase of 19 
percent in numbers of hunters and an increase of 
33 percent in numbers of turkeys seen over 1992. 
6.0 percent of the successful deer hunters in 
these counties reported seeing wild turkeys in 
1993 as compared to 5.5 percent in 1992. 


Successful archery deer hunters reported seeing 
29,926 wild turkeys in 99 counties of the state. 
This compares to 1992 when archers reported 
seeing 25,098 wild turkeys in 99 counties of the 
state. Of the successful archers in 1993, 10.1 
percent reported seeing wild turkeys. 
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FINAL REPORT 


SURVEYS AND INVESTIGATIONS PROJECTS 


STATE OF ILLINOIS 


PROJECT NO: 


STUDY: 


Objective: 


Procedures: 


W-105-R(5) 


POPULATION STUDIES OF WILD TURKEYS 


To determine population trends and characteristics of the 


wild turkey population and to monitor expansion of 


populations. 


Data on annual wild turkey reproduction is obtained 
through questionnaires mailed to cooperators within the 
occupied turkey range of the state. Most of the 
cooperators are landowners living within turkey range. 
Other  cooperators include rural mail carriers, 
biologists, Conservation Police Officers, and area 
managers. Each cooperator is mailed a survey card during 
June, July and August to return at the end of each month 
if they had seen any hens and/or poults. Cards were 
mailed to 1,805 cooperators in 1993 (Figure 1). 


Cooperators are also asked to list the names of other 
individuals who see turkeys and would like to be included 
as a new cooperator. 


The annual poults/hen index, representing the number of 
poults observed per hen observed, is calculated using the 
formula: 


Poults/Hen Index = Tot Number of Poults Re ted 
Total Number of Hens Reported 


New cooperators are added annually at new release sites 
from the list of names on our required "Wild Turkey 
Stocking Petition." 


All successful hunters during the firearm deer season are 
required to check their deer at a county check station. 
Each hunter, in selected counties, is questioned on 
sightings of wild turkeys while deer hunting. The number 
of turkeys seen and their location is recorded by 
Township, Range and Section within a county. 
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Findings 
and Analysis: 


The percentage of hunters seeing turkeys is calculated — 
from the data using the formula: 


% of Hunters Seeing Turkeys = 


Total # of Hunters Seeing Turkeys 


Total # of Successful Hunters 


The numbers of wild turkeys reported and their locations 
are recorded on county highway maps to determine annual 
expansion of populations. 


All successful hunters during the archery deer season are 
required to check their deer at a check station. Each 


hunter is questioned on sightings of wild turkeys while 


deer hunting. 


A total of 421 broods were reported during the summer of 
1993. These broods were accompanied by one or more hens. 
Disposition of broods by county is shown in Table 1. 
Brood observations decreased by 8.7% in 1993 from 1992 
when a total of 461 broods were reported. 


A total of 773 hens were reported in 1993 (Table 2). 
This is a decrease of 7.9 percent from 1992 when 


cooperators reported 839 hens. The total number of 
poults observed decreased from 2,961 in 1992 to 2,719 in 
1993, a decrease of 8.2 percent. The calculated 


poults/hen index for 1993 is 3.51 (Table 2). This is a 
0.6 percent decrease from 1992 when the index was 3.53. 


55.5 percent of 218 observers indicated an increase in 
the turkey population in their area. 31.7 percent 
reported no change while 12.8 percent believed there was 
a decrease in the numbers of wild turkeys (Table 3). 
This compares to 1992 when 68.6 percent of observers 
indicated more turkeys in their area. Expanding 
populations in recently stocked counties with newer, more 
enthusiastic cooperators undoubtedly bias this data when 
looked at on a statewide basis. However, on a county 

basis, I feel that these opinions are valid indicators 
of population trends in those counties where an adequate 
amount of data is collected. 


The poults/hen index of 3.51 for 1993 is below average. 
We started collecting this data in 1979 (Table 4). This 
is 19.3% below the 15 year mean. 
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Recommendations: 


3 


Information on turkey sightings by firearm deer 
hunters was first collected in 1978. During that 
year, turkeys were observed by deer hunters in 25 
counties of the state. Since 1978, the number of 
counties reporting turkeys has risen to a high of 94 
insi1993° This expansion of the turkey range is 
shown in Table 6. 


A total of 5,411 hunters reported seeing 64,572 wild 
turkeys in 1993. This represents an increase of 19 
percent in numbers of hunters and an increase of 33 
percent in numbers of turkeys seen over 1992. 


6.0 percent of the successful deer hunters reported 
seeing turkeys in 1993 as compared to 5.5 percent 
in 1992, an increase of 9.1 percent. Naturally, 
counties with established populations over a sizable 
area generally show a higher percentage of deer 
hunters seeing turkeys than those recently stocked 
counties with small, concentrated populations (Table 
S)/ Another important factor that affects this 
index is the distribution of deer hunters within a 
county as compared to the turkey range. While the 
total number of birds reported may be indicative of 
the overall population trend, the percent of hunters 
observing turkeys may be a more reliable indicator 
in determining actual population trends. 


When combined, the brood survey data and deer hunter 
survey data are very helpful in documenting 
reproduction in newly stocked counties’ and 
monitoring range expansion in all counties. This 
data is also very important in determining when to 
open a new county to turkey hunting. 


As in 1992, successful archery deer hunters were 
required to check their deer at archery check 
stations in 1993. In 1993, archers reported seeing 
wild turkeys in 99 counties of the state (Table 7). 
A total of 29,926 turkeys were reported. 10.1 
percent of the successful archers reported seeing 
wild turkeys during the 1993 Archery Deer Season as 
compared to 9.9% in 1992, an increase of 2.0 
percent. 


Continue both surveys as they are currently being 
carried out. Additional cooperators for the brood 
survey should be enlisted at new release sites. 
Returned brood survey cards received for the past 
4 years should be compared to the list of 
cooperators to eliminate those people not reporting 
any sightings during that period. 
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Data and Reports: 


Serious consideration will be given to opening . 
Menard, Peoria, Madison, Perry and Wayne counties to 
turkey hunting in 1995. 


These two surveys are providing us necessary and 
reliable data that allows us to better manage the 
Illinois wild turkey population. When combined 
with our harvest data, we feel that we have an 
adequate amount of reliable information on our 
statewide turkey population. 


A total of $9,680 was spent in carrying out these 
two surveys. This includes tabulation of data, 
writing of reports and evaluation of data. 


Original data and related reports in this 
investigation are on file in the Division of 
Wildlife Resources office of the Illinois Department 
of Conservation, Union County Refuge, Jonesboro, IL 
Sagou. 
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TABLE 1. BROODS REPORTED BY COUNTY, 1993 


OUNT JUNE JULY UGUST 


ADAMS 
BOND 
BROWN 
BOONE 
BUREAU 
CALHOUN 
CARROLL 
CASS 
CLARK 
CLINTON 
COLES 
CRAWFORD 
CUMBERLAND 
DEKALB 
DEWITT 
EDWARDS 
FAYETTE 
FRANKLIN 
FULTON 
GALLATIN 
GREENE 
GRUNDY 
HAMILTON 
HANCOCK 
HARDIN 
HENDERSON 
HENRY 
JACKSON 
JASPER 
JEFFERSON 
JERSEY 
JODAVIESS 
JOHNSON 
KNOX 
LASALLE 
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LEE u 
MACOUPIN 
MADISON 
MARION 
MARSHALL 
MASON 
MASSAC 
MCDONOUGH 
MERCER 
MORGAN 
OGLE 
PEORIA 
POPE 
PUTNAM 
RANDOLPH 
SALINE 
SCHUYLER 
SCOTT 
SHELBY 
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TABLE 1. BROODS REPORTED BY COUNTY, 1993 (CONTINUED) 


COUNTY JUNE JULY AUGUST 
SioeCuALR 3 3 0 
STEPHENSON 5 2 7 
UNION 5 3 1 
VERMILION 2 5 6 
WABASH 1 0 0 
WARREN 4 3 4 
WASHINGTON 8) 0 1 
WHITE 0 1 ci 
WILLIAMSON ak 1 2 
WOODFORD 1 1 0) 
SUBTOTAL 107 120 194 

% 25.4 8. 6.1 


TOTAL 421 
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TABLE 2. WILD TURKEY BROODS AND HEN OBSERVATIONS, 1993 


# HENS 
COUNTY WITH & WITHOUT BROOD OULTS POULTS PER HEN 
ADAMS 1 4 4.00 
BOND 6 4 0.67 
BOONE 2 4 2200 
BROWN 6 22 3.67 
BUREAU 20 ial 3.55 
CALHOUN 2 11 5.50 
CARROLL 80 217 207 1 
CASS 4 29 (PTS 
CLARK 8 33 442 
CLINTON 11 47 Ana] 
COLES 23 72 3443 
CRAWFORD 10 12 1.20 
CUMBERLAND 6 D2 3.67 
DEKALB 7 7 1.00 
DEWITT 5 10 2.00 
EDWARDS 13 83 6.38 
EFFINGHAM 1 ) 0.00 
FAYETTE 5 21 45-20 
FRANKLIN 2 16 8.00 
FULTON 24 eZ 3.00 
GALLATIN 2 12 6.00 
GREENE ) 6 2.00 
GRUNDY 3 13 ARB 3 
HAMILTON 7 44 6.29 
HANCOCK 10 aul 21.0 
HARDIN 8 9 Teetls 
HENDERSON ko) 51 3.92 
HENRY 4 7 4.25 
JACKSON 2 ihe 6.00 
JASPER 10 33 Bas 0 
JEFFERSON 7 25 254i 
JERSEY ia 77 7.00 
JODAVIESS 2 2 . 1.00 
JOHNSON 2 8 4.00 
_ KNOX 29 106 3.66 
LASALLE 7 17) 2043 
LAWRENCE “5 14 2280 
LEE 45 202 4.49 
MACOUPIN 6 15 . 2.50 
MADISON 11 3 O27 
MARION 35 126 3.60 
MARSHALL 20 56 280 
MASON 15 63 4.20 
MASSAC 19 87 4.58 
MCDONOUGH 14 46 3.29 
MERCER 6 34 5.67 
MONROE 1 9) 0.00 
MONTGOMERY 3 0 0.00 
MORGAN 6 20 3433 
OGLE 2 25 12.50 
PEORIA 14 18 1629 
PIKE 3 @) 0.00 
POPE 29 its kad 3.83 
PUTNAM 6 15 2.50 
RANDOLPH 3 28 W233 
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TABLE 2. 


COUNTY 


ROCK ISLAND 
SALINE 
SCHUYLER 
SCOTT 
SHELBY 

ST. CLAIR 
STEPHENSON 
UNION 
VERMILION 
WABASH 
WARREN 
WASHINGTON 
WHITE 
WILL 
WILLIAMSON 
WOODFORD 
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WILD TURKEY BROODS AND HEN OBSERVATIONS, 1993 


(CONTINUED) 


# HENS 
WITH & WITHOUT BROODS 


his 


POUL 


POULTS PER HE 


0.00 
Phe Wee 
2en0 
5.78 
dio 0 
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2.67 
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TABLE 3. OPINIONS OF COOPERATORS ON NUMBER OF WILD TURKEYS, 1993 


COUNTY MORE SAME FEWER 


ADAMS 
ALEXANDER 
BOND 
BOONE 
BROWN 
BUREAU 
CALHOUN 
CARROLL 
CASS 
CLARK 
CLINTON 
COLES 
CRAWFORD 
CUMBERLAND 
DEKALB 
DEWITT 
EDWARDS 
EFFINGHAM 
FAYETTE 
FRANKLIN 
FULTON 
GALLATIN 
GREENE 
GRUNDY 
HAMILTON 
HANCOCK 
HARDIN 
HENDERSON 
HENRY 
JACKSON 
JASPER 
JEFFERSON 
JERSEY 
JODAVIESS 
JOHNSON 

. KNOX 
LASALLE 
LAWRENCE 
LEE. 
MACOUPIN 
MADISON 
MARION 
MARSHALL 
MASON 
MASSAC 
MCDONOUGH 
MERCER 
MONROE 
MONTGOMERY 
MORGAN 
OGLE 
PEORIA 
Bl 9 

POPE 
PUTNAM 
RANDOLPH 
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TABLE 3. OPINIONS OF COOPERATORS ON NUMBER OF WILD TURKEYS, 1993 
(CONTINUED) 


OUNTY MORE SAME FEWER 


ROCK ISLAND 0) 0 1 
SALINE 1 2 1 
SCHUYLER 0 1 1 
SCOTT & 1 oe 
SHELBY 1 0 0 
ST. CLAIR 3 0 0) 
STEPHENSON 4 0 1b 
UNION 0 4 2 
VERMILION if, 1 0 
WABASH 0 1 6) 
WARREN 10 0 8) 
WASHINGTON 1 0 6) 
WHITE 0) 0) 1 
WHITESIDE 1 0) 0 
WILL 1 0 0) 
WILLIAMSON 0 2 if 
WOODFORD 1 gi a 

SUBTOTAL 121 69 28 
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TABLE 4. WILD TURKEY BROODS AND HEN OBSERVATIONS, (1979-1993) 


YEAR (WITH : eerietn BROODS) # POULTS POULTS/HEN INDEX 
1979 115 772 fogs Fah 
1980 226 1,016 4.50 
1981 | 228 Seo 5.23 
1982 169 800 Anz 
1983 164 661 4.03 
1984 265 1,180 4.45 
1985 376 2,046 5.44 
1986 441 ) 1,469 aE 
1987 480 2RLOY 4.38 
1988 412 1,449 3.52 
1989 441 1,924 4.36 
1990 712 2,580 3.62 
1991 890 3,476 Seon 
1992 839 2,961 Dalai! 
1993 773 2719 3.51 


AVERAGE 436 Nhs Chon é 4.35 
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TABLE 6. SIGHTINGS OF WILD TURKEYS BY SUCCESSFUL DEER HUNTERS, 1978-1993 


NO. OF NO. OF NO. OF HUNTERS TOTAL * OF HUNTERS AVERAGE 
YEAR COUNTIES* HUNTERS SEEING TURKEYS NO. SEEN SEEING TURKEYS NO. SEEN 


1978 25 9,051 189 1437 Le iol 
1979 32 11,162 297 Bet 02 PO 10.4 
1980 37 12,390 356 ayes 9 2.9% 8.8 
1981 39 Tome 2 427 4,049 3.5% 9.5 
1982 47 16,577 590 4,325 3.6% qe3 
1983 44 17,550 601 5,676 BAZ 9.4 
1984 40 18,427 672 5, 364+ BUGe 8.0 
1985 53 22,063 755 7,099 3.4% 9.4 
1986 60 2a, yeah TGS 11,557 ALPE: 9.9 
1987 53 31,619 1,383 15,404 4.4% eee 
1988 63 37,932 1,746 205972 4.6% ne 
1989 as 49,070 2,962 34,749 6.0%. Ay 
1990 78 60,074 Bn 734 AUN 722 eZ 10.9 
1991 91 79,092 4,188 53,796 5.3% 12.8 
1992 93 82,464 4,547 48,432 5.5% lon 
1993 94 90,768 5,411 | 64,572 6 02s Pio 


* Counties reporting turkeys 


tb 


<4 


7 en : Wt Ae 
7 


a & 


-_ 


; ri ; 7 - 
cQOL-80@? .2ANTHUM ASIC IJVGeMNDOUS Ya SygaRue a ak | 
7 ie Loe 7 


oe Pa ee en te a —eneamotee gpa yey. 


“2ARIVA BAS TMUH YO ¥ JATOT BUNTKUH TO .OF 90 .On 
488% .OWF PYUOMAUT SHTSASR WaRe . OW -BYEMAUT Serase aaa THUG 


= a ee — oe a a SO  — mp 


B.A $1.5 Tae: wt °— yee,e 
: #5 fore coe Sk EL 
res ers,¢ ane 8 Reese 

¢ fe .t @hO,s rte S494 


$a.€ ‘Se,h ~ 02 vve,os 


CHE evo,’ 2eT . Cac ee 
we tai f PAINE - Se 3S 
f . ho8.@] » £RE 1 ely Lf 
r, o£ ees SEGUE ro 
Pat st cae. OFT ;ep | 
$ iy: — ES EE | sho. ee 
a Ot 42 uns, seu ey 
(e.2 Cth, oe The, + Bah he 
> oC #8 fia< gay 08 


eet ~~ a ‘ | ST Sa aS ee ie ee a 


nested po baie 


A? 


Nc 


e e e ° e s s e e e es ° e e e 
ROMO AON 
ddd dad 


or tXTtXNXrVONTYTITMOONUNMOA A HMODOAMANAOdd 


c Coal Gall teal LAU (9) aed 


NOOADKRKAYTOUOKRAPDAADAHADAAMDNKNROWDOHTDA AMR AMAWOWHO 
e 


a 


Gt L S6T vt 
v°vt 6L9 LU 
See VE 6 
Ya T8 CT 
i eae L BALE iS 
Sao 8S S 
ye L vst G?e 
Say Le v 
OX LT 6TV O€ 
O0°6T G82c Sit 
ica BL ii 
Sse 60 S 
O4e T Tc 
0°6 Sil c 
14 9G ei 
y OC 982 VT 
(Hae be Le 6T 
0°6 Z6e vv? 
OFT A C 
S°?vI StL 8 
G*9 Ce td 
v°Ot 8c? oo 
Crz Ce OT 
oe aE SY 4 
O44 T L 
oF OL VTS Le 
O27 ISZ LY 
Sao vv? oT 
SET OLE Se 
Sao 1 €SG ye 
O°? 8 v 
= hash! LZ O02 
Oe 9 c 
eek cOS Oe 


NIGYVH 
MOOONWH 
NOLTINWH 
ACNNYD 
ANaAdeS 
NILWTIIWVS 
NOLTONA 
NITANVaA 
ALLAATA 
WVYHONT Ada 
SGYVMdda 
avodd 
HOVdNd 
SVISNOG 
LLIMAG 
a@IVaadd 
CNWTYaEnNno 
GYOaAMVaO 
py Feleye) 
SHTIOO 
NOLNITO 
AWTIO 
WAWTO 
NVWILSIYHO 
NOIVdWWHO 
SSWO 
TIOWNVO 
NNOH TIVO 
Nnwaand 
NMOUd 
ANOOd 
CNO@ 

dH ONVXaA TW 
SNVdY 


SYALNNH dO % 


“ON FZOVATAY dO “ON IVLOL SYALNNH dO *ON 


€66T “SHALNNH YAAd AMAHOUY AA SATMUNL AIIM JO SONILHDIS 


OT 


“L ATAVL 


i 7, | 
! 
SRY So OM enw om “1 oe ow © 
: 


« : ‘ * ° * * 
A we © ¢ , pee oe ew oe © es 
we VT Mm Pe i mt 


5 YO PMOOhBOOH SN GOGH SMO e 

* ° * 4 . * - * « * . . . « a . ° * .* -<f 
> \m@Ae ev’ eo CTH Ser COmsm * YY OZR m yy 

he Ps 7 ™ PF "Py = Lad hs + hy ey 


on 


gees eo G2 v 62 ALYL INOW 
Rye OAEVAL LE6 VAL) A NYOUOW 
Cart On7 OV OT VSZ AUANODLNOW 
9°S S*OT CV v Le AOUNOW 
fae te Gas cu v cS Yd Oud 
Cuce 8°SZ 9TS O02 06 GUuvNan 
mets 6°8 68 OT 60€ NVIOW 
Een S Cas LV 6 OLS AUNAHOW 
Caetcl GST CES? ST UBSAS HONONOGOW 
8°S Vail cS c eas OVSSWWN 
Ome L oe Te ine ai SP OSZ2 NOSWW 
Caer. eh ES 8T G oS TIVHSUWW 
SayiL Sev S9S 6€ VIE NOLTYVN 
OSL 920l 962 82 VS NOSICYW 
tua O FU S°8 882 ve 6cE NIdNOoWW 
On G°S Ce v 002 NOOWW 
PAS | LES TAYE Lo. OT SUE NWOOT 
Laee Nave 8 yo ECL NOLSONIATT 
Vere t 6251 6 Ee €? Con aa'T 
8°02 G°cl 607 9€ tc HONAYMVT 
Vee Seu Ice Be STS aTIvswi 
Oni v°? CC S SL aa 
Seals pecrats ECE oC Té? XONY 
oe Bote: ST s £6 HOA VANYY 
Tat Sic S ¢ Lot ANWo 
8° S°TT LOZ 8T See NOSNHOC 
Sy ERS G°ST Visa VL AACA SSHIAVGOL 
0°SZ ae e 8TS 8Ee CST AdSaaL 
Ono Cg PLE SZ OTD NOSdad dar 
0°6 fae VEE Oc Tec wadsvcr 
€ 6 rae 8SGS 6€ CCV NOSMOWL 
G‘T Des OT S Bae SIONOOUL 
Leoev.t Lac’ ccG €¢ eal AUNGH 
ite VU. col A) OV v6 NOSYaANdH 
SAGMHNL ONIGdS NddS Sduaid do NddS SAMA SAdMaNL ONIEdS SYdLNOH TNdSsSdoons ALNNOO 
SYALNNH AO % “ON FOVETAY HO “ON 'IVLOL SYALNNH dO °ON HO °ON 


(GUNNILNOD) €66T ‘SUYALNNH YAXd AUAHOUY AG SARYUNL ATIM JO SONILHDIS 


| 


“ZL FIV 


Le oe 


-_ 

* 
_ 

s 


» het ey Cava me hy qe a 


- 
. 
- 


ey | 


uu ae ty 


“, ath Co ie 


“1 


bo 


° 
as 


Eo 


Figure 1. Turkey Brood Survey Card 


WILD TURKEY CENSUS 

BROOD #1_____Hen(s)____ Poults. Date Seen: 

SIZE 4 een 2 8 gee WS Grown 
BROOD #2___ sd Hen(s)___ Poults. Date Seen: 

SicCn 4p eee e/g ene gs Le Grown > 2 ee 
BROOD #3______Hen(s)_______Poults. Date Seen: 

Size % V2 54 ee soem GOWN een 
How many adult hens have you seen without broods? Date 


Are there fewer more ______ or the same ______ number of turkeys 
in your area this year as compared to last? 


COMMENTS: 
NAME: 
ADDRESS eee ee RS COUNTY 


Printed by authority of the State of Illinois 2M-7-82 
The Dept. of Conservation is an equal opportunity employer. 
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Figure 3. Counties with Sightings 
of Wild Turkeys by 
Deer Hunters, 1993. 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS 


PROUECTQNOS: © W-1O5-R 


STUDY VII: Population Studies and Restocking of Ruffed Grouse 
in Illinois 


A. Problem: 


The Department of Conservation needs to evaluate existing grouse 
populations on a statewide basis. The Illinois Ruffed Grouse 
Project requires further evaluation of past stocking problems, 
identification of existing habitat, determination of grouse 
habitat needs specific to Illinois. Sources of grouse for 
restoration efforts need to be developed with surrounding states 
and trade agreements with Minnesota are in need of renegotiation. 


B. Objective: 


To restore viable populations of ruffed grouse to its historic 
Illinois range, where suitable habitat exists. 


Cy Justification: 


The main function of the Ruffed Grouse Project is to restore a 
once native species to the State of Illinois. Annual drumming 
and sighting card surveys will assist in determining the current 
status of grouse, reason for past stocking problems, | 
identification of productive habitats, and identification of 
range expansion. Monitoring release sites should improve the 
manager’s ability to enhance chances for the successful 
restoration of grouse in Illinois. 


To continue the reintroduction of grouse in suitable areas 
throughout the state requires a source of ruffed grouse. 
Therefore, agreements with states that have a surplus of grouse 
must be developed and negotiated. 


De Status: 


Native populations of ruffed grouse declined drastically in the 
late 1800’s and early 1900’s. A single grouse sighting in 1937 
in Pope County was the last time ruffed grouse was recorded in 
Illinois prior to the Department of Conservation restoration 
efforts. 


From 1953 to 1959, Illinois made several attempts to reestablish 
grouse in the southern part of the state. During this period, 
slightly more than 300 grouse were obtained from Wisconsin and 
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Michigan and released in Pope county. Scattered sightings were 
reported in four southern Illinois counties up to 1963. The very 
low densities occurring in this grouse. population are attributed 
to the affect of too great a change in habitat and climate into 
which the birds were introduced. Since there were no known 
sightings of ruffed grouse in southern Illinois from 1964-67, the 
Illinois Department of Conservation initiated a further attempt 
to reintroduce grouse in the fall of 1967. A total of 31 wild 
trapped ruffed grouse were obtained from southern Ohio and 
released at a single location in Pope County. During September 
of 1972, we obtained 42 ruffed grouse from Indiana through a 
mutual trade agreement. These birds were released in the 
northern part of Alexander County. Drumming grouse were last 
documented in these counties during the spring of 1991. These 
populations persist at low densities. 


In 1982 and 1983 grouse releases of 120 and 22 Indiana birds 
respectively commenced in Shawnee National Forest, Union County. 
A follow-up release occurred in 1986 with the liberation of 71 
Indiana grouse. During the 1993 drumming surveys, a total of 6 
grouse were heard, these birds persist in close association with 
Clearcut areas. The minimal success of this release is thought 
to be caused by the lack of sufficient habitat for the birds to 
disperse into. 


In an effort to establish grouse in a new area of the state, 
releases were conducted in Jo Daviess County. From 1989 to 1992, 
181 Minnesota grouse have been released in the west central 
portion of the county. The Department’s latest drumming surveys 
(1994) located 4 birds. 


Trade agreements with other states historically were composed of 
3° grouse for 1 wild turkey. Currently, all contracts have been 
completed. However, Minnesota is willing to renew a ruffed 
grouse/wild turkey trade. The development of trades with other 
states are presently unlikely due to a low in grouse population 
cycles. 


The Department has learned from past releases several factors 
that lead to very low grouse densities. By utilizing newfound 
knowledge pertaining to the habitat preference of the grouse and 
required number of birds for a release, the probability that 
grouse can maintain a viable population at new release sites has 
been enhanced. Initial habitat analyses have located several 
sites with the characteristics that are conducive for grouse. 


E. Procedures: 
Job VIIA Ruffed Grouse Drumming Surveys 


Objective: To evaluate survival, dispersal, and reproductive 
productivity of reintroduced ruffed grouse. 
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Abstract 1994 Segment: 


During April of 1994, IDOC personnel surveyed the ruffed grouse 
populations within Jo Daviess County. All drumming surveys were 
conducted from one-half hour before sunrise to approximately 

8:30 a.m. The driving census routes consisted of 11 or 12 
predetermined listening points about one-half mile apart, along a 
route approximately 6 miles in length. Walking surveys were 2 or 
3 miles long, with listening stops at approximately one-quarter 
mile intervals. All survey participants were instructed to 
listen at each stop for a 4 minute time interval. 


During April 19-22 a total of 14 driving survey routes and 8 
walking survey routes were conducted. The weather conditions 
were favorable for hearing drumming activities during the entire 
survey period. The wind was calm and sky clear for nearly all 
Grumming surveys. Six driving routes were run on 2 consecutive 
days in the ruffed grouse release areas. One walking route was 
conducted along the Galena River. Two driving surveys were run 
in the Apple River Canyon Area. And 6 walking routes were 
conducted in a1,900 acre sample plot which lies within the 
grouse release area. 


The surveys resulted in the documentation of 4 drumming males. 
Two birds were located during the driving routes in the grouse 
release area and investigators located 2 birds in the 1,000 acre 
plot. The intent of the surveys was to document the existence of 
grouse and obtain a population trend index in Jo Daviess County. 
The Galena River routes were established during 1994 to determine 
if grouse are expanding into new areas. The other new routes in 
the Apple River Canyon were created to verify the existence of a 
possible remnant grouse population. Unfortunately, no grouse 
were located on the newly established routes. To obtain 
quantitative information on specific grouse population densities, 
an intensive survey was conducted on a 1,000 acre plot. The 
intent was to locate all drumming males. A total of 3 drummers 
were located (2 birds during the 1,000 plot sampling, 1 bird from 
the driving survey). From this information, the population 
density was estimated at approximately 1 grouse/100 acres. This 
estimation is a conservative, minimum spring density of birds of 
both sexes, - which was derived by assuming a 1:1 sex ratio and the 
existence of non-drumming males. The number of drumming males 
counted was doubled and expressed as birds/10® acres. 


Although the 1994 figure is lower than the previous reporting 
period (4 drumming grouse - 1994 v.s. 6 drumming grouse - 1993); 
it is difficult to state that a downward trend exists in the 
population because of the small sample size and relatively small 
decrease in drumming males. Due to the short time frame and 
small area that drumming surveys are conducted, a high 
probability exists that investigators miss a number of drumming 
males. The Jo Daviess grouse population requires further study 
to ascertain a more complete analysis. 
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Costs: $7,320.00 


Summary: 


Ruffed Grouse drumming surveys were conducted on an annual basis 
in Jo Daviess County, throughout the entire reporting period. In 
southern Illinois (Union and Pope Counties), census routes were 
conducted during the entire period with the exception of 1994. 
During this segment, the southern Illinois drumming surveys were 
not conducted; because of a lack of manpower and monetary 
constraints. It was also felt that conducting surveys every 
other year would be sufficient to assess these grouse 
populations. The drumming survey information was sufficient to 
determine the relative status of ruffed grouse on a statewide 
basis. The drumming survey work indicates that within Illinois, 
the ruffed grouse populations remain at low densities. 


Job VIIB Evaluation of Potential Grouse Release Sites 


Objective: To determine new release sites for grouse by locating 
and evaluating habitat types with an early forest 
successional stage composition. 


Abstract 1994 Segment: 


Habitat analysis for this segment was limited to several field 
visits and the development of a timber buyers survey. 
Departmental personnel evaluated several privately owned 
properties in Jersey and Fulton Counties. Several properties 
located in Jersey contained desirable habitat conducive for a 
ruffed grouse release site. The Fulton County areas lacked 
sufficient early successional stage habitat necessary for grouse 
Management. To assist in locating timber harvest activities a 
timber buyers survey was drafted. By identifying cut over areas, 
Wildlife biologists can locate potential areas that contain 
suitable grouse habitat. The survey is currently ina 
developmental format. Upon completion, the survey will be sent 
to timber buyers throughout the state. 


Gosts:) §Si1; 713.00 


Summary: 


During the reporting period, habitat evaluation centered around 
Jo Daviess County; because: of the  rurtfed*grouse’ releases» which 
occurred in this area during 1989-1992. Once the releases were 
completed a greater emphasis was placed upon a statewide 
perspective. This trend will continue and accelerate, when the 
implementation of the Illinois Ruffed Grouse Management Plan 
OCCOrs). 


It is recommended that habitat evaluation and identification of 
potential ruffed grouse release sites continue. The entire 
process of evaluating ruffed grouse habitat on a statewide basis 
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is not complete. Future efforts should focus on west-central, 
northwestern, and southern Illinois, because these regions 
contain the majority of forested habitat. Potential grouse 
release sites should be prioritized, based on habitat size, 
quality, distribution, and current management to facilitate 
decision-making processes and ensure successful releases. 


FODEVLLG Coordination of Ruffed Grouse Releases 


Objective: To obtain and release ruffed grouse in suitable 
habitat. This will include renewal and development 
of agreements with surrounding states to obtain 
wild-trapped ruffed grouse. Contracts should be 
developed with other states which are mutually 
beneficial, such as trade agreements. It will also 
include all activities related to obtaining and 
releasing grouse. 


Abstract 1994 Segment: 


Ruffed grouse releases were not conducted during this segment. 
Therefore, the provisions of Job VIIC were not utilized. 


Costs: $14,642.00 


Summary: 


The Jo Daviess County grouse release was completed during this 
reporting period. A total of 181 grouse were released in this 
county from 1989-1992. Additional releases are pending upon the 
completion of a statewide habitat evaluation, which will 
determine new grouse release sites. When the habitat analysis is 
complete, renegotiation of trade agreements should follow, to 
ensure a source of ruffed grouse for future restoration efforts. 
To assess the possibility of securing grouse for release, a 
telephone survey was conducted during the summer of 1992. The 
findings indicated that Minnesota was the only viable option for 
negotiating a trade agreement. The other surrounding states were 
not interested in providing ruffed grouse to Illinois. 


Job VIID Radio Telemetry Study of Reintroduced Ruffed Grouse 
ine Litinois 


Objective: To evaluate the dispersal, habitat utilization, and 
productivity of newly-reintroduced ruffed grouse 
populations. 


Cost: $2,000.00 


Summary : 


This study was not utilized during the entire reporting period. 
The main reasons for not accomplishing the objective were lack of 
personnel availability and materials to conduct the 


* " ry 
Te teet: y Pte 


.faviar-Jene ap euoes Piso. «8? “pgs 
snoips) sactd swimped parc tl lt ia 
eauorm Letinetod, .Ferigadt Gateede. - 


oxi 22) tint 20 Pee Aee a we oti 
Boat. lost, oF IH . pre x - ree om 
J 


sseaaied Taeeee auere Bw ASRTO2O7g Yr 
napeatoh senos® Dolkat Io apreenlate92 


couveip BeTiuvd ees@ie: Dew Tieice oF (1s 
{avenues etm ont, fie arez tee iat 
atet | astats pekboue tae ta “Saanse%—e 30 
ed Lives aropifyne. e2ve% BeTm bee 15 -Biiv 
ifaviua ove dot aie Ferro cee hw ol ewae 
oa ls Ms 31 ajnenestte whoa ak > ie Leiv} Sane 
‘<foy BeETIVvIcca Lin ehutont 


Bie, 2) yf t} / 
seve" poraas£es 
120° 7S Leek, ae 
® 
i 
: - yroybhage dom ew? eaaee int seco Baas 
‘ ; “y “ILIV dot TM mee 6 Vvos3g mis .#§ 30" 
oo. 2) a), OLE 
2% ih “Ii piR ® sow SYSeC RF FUR ee ysnwo Ce ae - 
= i‘ r P i i. e> pA va “ % " a . i az 4 ! ny Me ot ek d. c 
"4 seseeia > Lewery ORDA yeu >-ebey wees y 
w Sh ah rzarre atirict we iwetata 2 ; 
an 


isd exit neclW stile seeeloy emvovo eed, Smiae 

low sinaner pe. eit? Ze ioliat topes dad 
faery emery  opuotg pewRos Is eosew @ oie 
303 ¥ to vy? if vedeerQ of rieamn 2 
‘saci StF Ori mw HepoweeS we YovVila ae 

~ ei? sow efeosannih tan? fpeteniay Boris 

a vedio ont fooneasegs ahead & witteere 

~ betivd onkiivetg a beste t67HZ 


haw Rex ReIIniedl TW ye 48 yademelel? ofhak argv 
spomtiit As 


bitau reticad .fecwgerh sie erautives of wise 
aaioit De vacuo podsiei-y ive 26 yeivi “Ee ey 
-acolteluqe4q 


o>. ve8, 54> vTeeD) 


bofte, pcitmoasl oi. tie ott pork beetle te eae: 


‘ef avew evis2etdo ei? polis’ tgeonge you "10F vate 
ed} Soubnea 6) oietretna bie YItl ells 


investigation. The study should be reinstated in the event that 
a new grouse release is established. 


Job VIIE Ruffed Grouse Sighting Card Survey 


Objective: To determine productivity, population expansion, and 
habitat utilization of grouse through the use of 
sighting card surveys in regions where grouse 
releases have occurred. 


Abstract 1994 Segment: 


During the 1994 segment, ruffed grouse sighting cards started 
being disseminated to the public by Forest Wildlife Project 
Managers, District Wildlife Biologists, and Private Lands 
Biologists. This survey is still in the developmental stages and 
Pace carOsmioveunocmleein iieexis ence | LOngscnougn Lo meets une 
objective. 


Costs: $2,100.00 


Summary: 


The sighting card survey was initiated during 1993. The card was 
designed, sent out for review, accepted, and printed during that 
segment. Although some cards have been distributed to the 
public, returns are slow in coming back to the Forest Wildlife 
Program. The distribution must be modified so that public access 
to the sighting cards improves. This survey is important because 
it allows wildlife biologists to evaluate grouse populations 
throughout the state and the year. This information will assist 
in developing a comprehensive data base which will enhance the 
Department’s ability to manage ruffed grouse on a statewide 
basis. 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS 


PROJECT NO.: W-105-R 


STUDY IV: Mast Survey 


A. Problem: 


Mast is a staple source of food of many of Illinois’ wildlife 
species. The quantity and quality of mast in Illinois are 
subject to the vagaries of local weather conditions particularly 
in the spring months when the oaks and hickories are subjected to 
below-freezing temperatures during the flowering stage. Such 
weather phenomena are sporadic in nature and do not affect the 
entire state. A system is needed that will enable the Department 
to monitor mast conditions annually at various localities in the 
state. : 


B. Objective: 


To annually measure the kind and quantity of mast at various 
locations in the state. 


Ce Justification: 


It has been demonstrated that the quantity of mast, primarily 
oaks and hickories is correlated with squirrel production the 
subsequent year. It is important for wildlife managers to have 
information annually on the quantity of mast available. 


De Status: 


District Wildlife Managers have annually measured mast conditions 
at some public sites in Illinois since the mid-1970s. Currently 
mast surveys are conducted on the following sites that are opened 
to public Nunting: Moraine View, Pere*Marquette, Big River, 
Ramsey Lake, Stephen A. Forbes, Sam Parr, Fern Clyffe, Siloam 
Springs, Randolph County, Kankakee River, Sand Ridge, Spring 
Lake, Castle Rock and Big Bend (Fig. 1). 


E. Procedures: 
Job VIA Survey of Mast Production 


Objective: To measure the annual status of mast available on 
certain public hunting areas. 


From 1989-1991 the study was conducted on select state sites. 
District Biologists surveyed a variety of mast producing tree 
species at each site. This information was analyzed by the 
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MAST SURVEY SITES 


Big Bend State Fish & Wildlife Area 
: 10 QAvIESS WINNEBAGO 


Big River State Forest 
Castle Rock Sent Park : 
Ferne Clyffe State Park sh Near 
Kankakee River State Park oo 
Moraine View State Park BUREAU 

Pere Marquette State Park ole a | GAUN OY 

Ramsey Lake State Park <a STARK ree agin 


Area oky ae WOOOFORO peocolss 
Sam Parr State Fish and 
Wildlife Area 13 
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Sand Ridge .State 
Forest 


Siloam Springs State 2 
Park 
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Spring Lake State 
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Stephen A. Forbes State 
Park 


CRAFORO 
LAARENCE 


JACKSON 


4 
ary 


SAUNE  /GALLATUI 


HNN A 


30112 115 27 


